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LETTER 1. 
The Subject ſlated. 


ReyzzenD Sin, - 
| You ue. not altogether- 
inſenſible that a ſpirit of enquiry is gone forth into 
the world, and that men of all ranks are now much 
diſpoſed to ſcan the inſtitutions of their anceſtors 
with a very ſerious view, The conſent of the 
learned, the ſanction of ages, or the patronage of 
the pious will not ſcreen any opinions from ſevere 
inſpection, or exempt them from publjo cenſure 
if found erroneous. 

This practice, if conducted in a proper ſpirit, is 
allowed to be laudable and adyantageous upon all 
ſubjects, but eſpecially that of Theology; becauſe, 
as you obſerve, right principles are the moſt 
likely to produce the beſt effects on our conduct. 
And, as I agree with you, * that ſome are nearer 

| | 8 2 he 
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of to find out whoſe ſentiments are neareſt the in- 
fallible ſtandard, is an impartial examination of 
what each may advance. It is only by proving all 
things that we can be able to diſcern and hold faſt 
thoſe alone that are good. 

To addreſs a perfon who has profeſſed to have 
been in the habit of teaching mankind the anly 
proper ſcriptural manner of worſhipping Almighty 
God for more than twenty years, upon this queſti- 
on, Whether we are authoriſed from revelation to 
worſhip any of God's meſſengers as ſupreme Deity, 
may ſeem to many both unneceſſary and imperti- 
nent. But as you have lately publiſhed a piece in 
reply to Dr. Prieſtley, wherein you have endea- 
voured to perſwade your readers, that they may 
learn from the Bible to invoke the perſon of the 
Meſſiah as ſovereign Jehovah, whom you affirm 
was © Mediator between man and his maker, and 
ſent as a ſervant to the God of Iſrael,” and thereby 
appear to have led many to contend for tritheiſm and 
idolatry, to the diſhonour of that one Almighty 
Being Chriſt taught his diſciples to pray unto as 
their only ſupreme God in his name, I need make 
no other apology for uſing this freedom of ſubmit- 
ting a few remarks on your pamphlet to your ſeri- 

aus and impartial conſideration. 

„ is the opinion of moſt chriſtians, that there 


will come a period when polytheiſm will be utterly 
exploded and __ 4 out of the world, and 


. Larrna l. * 


the univerſal FE of one Almighty being e 
- ſtabliſhed by voluntary conſent. _ And as this is 
an event that appears deſirable in itſelf, and calcu- 
lated to promote the good of mankind, and glorify 
the great Jehovah, every ſincere lover of God and 
man, will wiſh to encourage all proper and poſſible 
means that may. contribute towards accompliſhing 
ſuch a worthy and glorious practice. 
Much has been ſaid in commendation of thoſe 
men who have lately left their native country with 
a view to propagate the goſpel of Chriſt among the 
heathens, and undoubtedly for the uprightneſs of 
their motives and diſintercſtedneſs of their conduct, 
they are deſerving eſteem. But whilſt we are zea- - 
lous for the deſtruction of pagan idolatry, we ought 
to be very cautious leſt we carry any of our chris 
ſtian idols there, and by ſuch means ſet up with 
one hand what we are n to pull down . 
with the other. 
Wich St. Paul, every wiſe chriſtian miſſionary 
to idolators will open his commiſſion with this | in- 
ſcription, For though there be that are called 
gods, whether in heaven or on earth, (as there be 
gods many, and lords many ;) but to us there is 
but one God, the Father of all, who is above all,” 
And whatever objections they might make to the 
indiviſibility, ſovereignty, and unity of Jehovah, 
he muſt never depart from Chriſt's rule about tho 
immediate object of divine adoration, When ye 


2 pray to the Father, who is a ſpirit z. for as 
B2 "the 
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| — the Meffiah's plan is the only perfedt ſcripture mo- 
del of addreſſing the one true God, if he once 
deviates from that, he will eſtabliſn ſomething elſe 
inſtead of the religion of Chriſt, and thereby de- 
feat his principal end. Nothing but the propaga- 
tion of genuine truth will 2 
deſtroy error. 
The firſt preachers of the goſpel of Chriſt were 
very ſucceſsful in converting many from the invo- 
cation of inferior deities to worſhip the one living 
and true God; but although ſeveral efforts have 
been made ſince among heathen nations for the 
ſame purpoſe, they have generally failed of pro- 
ducing any thing of the like effects. An impartial 
obſerver will enquire Whether any reaſons can be 
* aſſigned for the great diſparity in their ſucceſs ? 
Philoſophers tell us, that there are no effects 
without a cauſe ; and Divines affirm, that the beſt 
way to ſtop the progreſs of baneful effects is to 
find out and deſtroy their cauſe. Let us apply 
theſe maxims to the ſubject b-f re us. There is 
a difference in the nature a d propert es of the 
perſon Mr. D. and others now recommen to the 
heathen to worſhip as their god, from that being 
Chriſt taught his Diſciples to call upon as Deity, 
- and very few among the heathen are at this time 
perſuaded to relinquiſh their idols to invoke the 
God of moſt modern chriſtians. As there is but 
one only true God, both theſe deities cannot be 
the God of the Bible. I apprehend, that one 
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great cauſe why real chriſtianity has had fo little 
ſucceſs in the world, is a departure from the 
Meſſiah's origina/ deſcription of the nature, per- 
ſon, and character of the Almighty, and his plain 
directions of addreſſing the one fupreme Being: 
and likewiſe occaſioned the ſetting up diverſe and 
oppoſite objects of divine worſhip in - chriſtian 
churches. Some have contended for the invoca- 
tion of Saints, and others for that of Mary the 
wife of Joſeph ; and many with you have united 
the mediator, Jeſus of Nazareth, a man approved 
of God as his meſſenger, to worſhip-with the in · 
finite Jehovah. By ſuch means, the God and Fa- 
ther of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, whom the Meſſiah 
and primitive chriſtians worſhipped as alone the ſo- 
vereign God of all, is diſhonoured, and a number 
of ſubordinate deities placed on the throne of the 
univerſe, tothe confuſion and diſtreſs of the thought- 
ful mind, and tending greatly to retard the pro- 
greſs of divine truth, and innen 

true God. * 
| Before our modern miſſionaries could with any 
propriety introduce your notions of worſhipping 
the Meſſiah, God's ſervant, as ſupreme Deity, in 
the South-ſea Iſlands or Indoftan ; inſtead of fol- 
lowing the directions of Chriſt, and the example 
of St. Paul, they muſt firſt invert their language, 
and fay, For though there be a few in our country 
we call heretics, who will worſhip the Father a8 
che only true God, according to the Mefſiah's po- 


W 
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Air infirydtions, per. far ous parts, we profeſs to 
worſhip gods mam, and lords mam: But to us 


there is no. ane per/on God the Father, Who is a 


ſpirit, and above all. To join with our manner, 
you are to invoke. a deity of two oppeſte, natures 
and characters. Whenever you pray, you muſt 
addreſs. a compound perſon, who ſuſtains the inſe- 
rior offices of mediator, and ſervant, but be ſure 
never to pray to the Father alone as, the one Al- 
mighty Jehovah, for that practice we inform you, 
is a very pernicious error. But in ſuch, a perver- 
Lon of a plain revealed truth, theſe ignorant Pa- 
gans as ſoon. as they could read the ſcriptures, 
would/have treaſon to ſuſpe& there muſt be ſome- 
thing wrong, and if they became inquiſitive, would 
naturally interrogate their new viſitants in the 
Janguage of an inſpired prophet, to thoſe prieſts 
who, had corrupted the worſhip. of the God of 
Iſracl.:1.** Have, we an hn wer 
one God created us? 

It has often been acknowledged, that not ſtat- 


ing the real ground of the difference between con- 


troverſial writers, hath occaſioned much  unne- 
ceſſary altercation, and prevented the public from 
profiting by their labours as they otherwiſe might 
have done, provided they had been more explicit 
in their language. I ſhall therefore endeavour to 
ſtate impartially, wherein Dr. P. and you differ, 
and the cauſe of your difference, that the public 


who have not ſcen either of your writings, my 
1 ve 
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have an opportunity of judging which is neareſt 
the infallible ſtandard. This ſeems the more ne- 
ceſſary, becauſe, you have ſtiled Dr. P's opinions 
dangerous and pernicious errors,” and affirm uf 
yourſelf, if you are miſtaken, that there can be 
nothing either criminal or dangerous in your mif- 
takes.” By thus making yourſelf both judge and 
jury in your on cauſe, you certainly pay a very 
high compliment to your own underſtanding. But 
as you do not profeſs to be quite infallible; we 
may hope that you will not be greatly offended, if 
we examine the Dr's ſentiments and yours, 'before 
we conclude to give the preference to either ; be- 
cauſe, when men have claimed the /ole right of 
deciding upon the validity of their own opinions 
and their opponents, they have ſometimes" been 
found too partial in favour of themſelves. 7 
As I'wiſh to be as intelligible as "poſſible; T 
would obſerve, that ther@are many truths wherein 
Dr. P. and you perfectly agree in your language. 
That the only one Almighty God of Jews, Gen- 
tiles, and Chriſtians, is the very ſame infinite Be- 
ing, whoſe nature and character is abſolutely un- 
changeable, you both in words affirm.” Dr. P. 
declares, that Jeſus of Nazareth was a' man ap- 
proved of God, the true "Meſſiah promiſed, an 
ſent by the God of Iſrael; This is What you have 
often aſſerted of Jeſus Chriſt. The Dr. further 
maintains, that the only true God of Moſes and 
the Prophets, the God and Father of our Lord 
* Jeſus 
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middle perſon between man and his maker; yet 


Jeſus Chrift, is the one ſupreme Creator and Go- 


vernor of the world; and that che Son of God 
ſuſtains the inferior offices of advocate, mediatot, 
c. under him, as his ſervant : - With this de- 
{eription of the Almighty God and his meſſenger, | 
che Meſſiah, you declare that you cordially coin- 


©cide.. Dr. P. contends that Chriſt taught his 
| diſciples to worſhip the Father as ſupreme Deity, 
and that we ought to diſcard all human authority 
in matters of religion, and follow the Meſſiah's di- 
rections in our manner of worſhipping Jehovah as 
our only infallible guide; ROE OO Cu> 
. 5 

+ Wherein then, et wala apc 
ee >:cnd/in-what d Br. 


P's pernicious errors conſiſt? The Dr's dangerous 
notions, and the cauſe of the oppoſition is as fol- 


lows: You have taken up your pen to prove, 
that there was an actual change took place in the 


nature and character of the God of Iſrael; and 


aſſert, that he left his original greatneſs and 
glory, and became a ſervant and mediator for his 
"creatures; ” This Dr. P. affirms, cannot be pre- 
dicated of the immutable Jehovah. Notwith- 
ſtanding you grant, that the Meſſiah was ſent as a 
meſſenger by the Almighty God, and acted as a 


you contend, that he ought to be worſhipped as 
che one ſupreme governor of the world who came 
bimſelf: Such notions Dr. P. oppoſes, as anti- 


| Je 


0 
— and impoſſible, Lou maintain, 
that the deity of modern chriſtians ĩs divided into 
three diſtinct characters, who ſuſtain the ſeparate 
and oppoſite offices of goyernor, mediator, and 
executor ; and multiplied into three ſeparate per- 
Jons,.. two ſent as ſervants. in ſubordination te the 
other: To this definition of the infinite Jehova 
Dr. P. objects, and contendg.. that the only true 
God of the Bible is one and indiyiſible, whole ſta- 
| tion and character is that of abſolute ſovereignty, 
and never changes; and affirms, that the only one 
God of Chriſtians, is the ſume infi- 
nite being the Jews worſhipped as their God, and 
that Chriſt ſaid was a ſpirit, and the Father of all. 
The diſpute between you and your opponents, is 
not, whether it is right to aſcribe thoſe incommuni- 
cable perſections eſſential to the character of the 
infinite firſt cauſe to any inferior being; This you 
diſavow equally with Dr. P. Nor is there any 
.conteſt, whether it is a breach of the ſecond com- 
to worſhip any of God's meſſengers 
as ſupreme Deity; This you likewiſe grant. But 
the queſtion in debate, and what I intend to make f 
the. ſubject of my further enquiry is, Whether 
hoſe who now inyoke the, Meſſiah as Deity, who 
declares that, he.. was ſent as a ſervant-to another, 
and) mediator. between God and Man, do then 
morſhip: that very ſame being as their God, Chriſt 
.tavght. his Diſciples to., addreſs as Jchovah in his 
2 him; and are the only 
3 oe 


enjoined by the Son of God, and profeſs to invoke 


commanded them ; before 1 can with” 


T s 
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true worſh uppers of the one Al mi he God rev _ 
ed in the ſcriprures, or do not really deſerve "the 
name of idolaters ? 

* By this ſhort ſtatement of the difference of your 


opinions, my readers will perceive as you obſerve, 


that the diſpute between you and your opponents 


is not about trifles,” but an object of very conſide- 
rable importance. The matter contended for, ſeems 
to be nothing leſs than an anſwer to the three follow- 
ing queſtions, Is there any one ſupreme Being made 
known in the Bible to worſhip as the Chriſtians' God 
or not? Are weto learn who this one Almighty God 
is from the plain language of Jeſus Chriſt, or from 
"modern teachers ? Is it not real idolatry to wor- 
ſhip God's ſervant the Meſſiah as ſovereign Deity, 
contrary to his plain command, as much as if we 
OO On RL: 
. | 

"As many have actually joined with you in 
changing the immediate object of divine worſhip 


a perſon as Deity of quite oppoſite properties and 
character, I cannot help thinking but the matter 
is conſiderably intereſting and deſerving a mort 
impartial” attention than numbers are aware 
of, As Chriſt poſitively enjoined upon his diſci- 
ples. to pray unto bis Father alone as their God, 
and told them to obſerve all things whatſoever tie 


praiſe your er of yorſhi 1 nuſtrequire you 
on PE * 3 
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to produce your authority for altering the Meſſiah's 
original plan. If he. is now our only. maſter, I 
can at preſent ſee no reaſon why we ſhould. not 
continue to follow his directions before all others:. 
An impartial obſerver, who is a flranger to the 
cphiſtry of che ſchools, the dogmas of eccleſia· 
ſtics, and the prejudices of education, might 
juſtly wonder why you reverend orthodox gentle; 
men, who pretend to have ſuch à very high rer 
gard to the Meſſiah, ſhould take ſuch great pains 


lible do&rine, that they really think. it a crime to 
examine the evidence upon which it is founded. 
This obſerver might further enquire, What can 
de the cauſe why people ſhould be afraid of having 

their religious principles impartially examined, it 
would * ta him, as if they were fearful that 
they would not bear in/pefion. There are two 
things which I apprehend have operated s the 
ts; yin cauſe of that general inattention to the 
ſubject, and prevented the public from pereeiving 
C 2 that 
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wo the plain declarations of Jeſus Chriſt; its being 


Ann ä hem 


of ſuch vaſt importance, and ſo very 
Merians. If this doctrine was once reduced to 
the common level of other topics in divinity in 
point of conſequence, men would then meet it 
fairly in the open field of diſcuſſion, and be able 
to judge impartially on what it is founded. But 
the all importance of the Doctrine of the Trinity 
entirely forbids any examination from reaſon or 
ſcripture, to prove its authenticity. Such influ- 
ence has this on-moſt peoples' minds, that they 
dare not ſo much as think it poſſible that they can 
be miftaken; ſo that when they read in the Bible, 
that Chriſt was a ſervant, ſent in ſubordination to 
Almighty God, and acted as a middle perſon, a 
mediator between man and his ſovereign maker, 
they really durſt not even ſuppoſe that it is true, 
becauſe they have been always taught, that their 
trary. And whilſt men can be perſuaded, that 
God Almighty will conſign them to eternal perditi- 
on for worſhipping the Father asalone ſupreme God, 
and for g the Meffiah as his ſervant, ' ac- 
cording to Chriſt's plain declaration; the language 
of the Son of God will have no weight againft 
ſuch important conſequences, but will be perverted 
and diſcarded, to eſtabliſh your notions of wor. 
G ee N 


Lerrer 1 


13 
And when people are thus ſwallowed up with 


the 'vaſt importance of cmabracing your "nations, 
you find it very eaty to blind their minda, with 
talking about the profound myſtery of the ſubject. 
Ic is ſet forth as fo vaſtly deep and fublime;. vhas/ie 
is altogether in vain for common capacities to with 
have left the matter to be ſettled hy their miniſters, 

and they have taken care to place it as a wonderful 
intereſting myſtery at the head of moſt of: chew 
creeds ; and mankind receive the notion of a tri- 
nity as divine, without ever enquiring, What faith 
the ſcriptures, or what is intended hy the doctrine. 
Vet whenever we hear men contending for nayſte» 
ries as the Foundation of faith, we may depend 
upon their creed being oppoſite to revelation ; be- 
cauſe, revealed truth and myſtery directly de 
each other. Therefore, it becomes neceſſary: for 
port their opinions, entirely diſcard his language, 
—— ——„—-½ chen doctrine 
upon. | | | » cc 7 30s 
; Bur indess er tere being aiynipteeſ; or the 
leaft difficulty, from the Meſſiah's words, to ke 
whether he deſigned to be regarded as the one ſu- 
preme God of Moſes and the Prophets, or his ſer- 
vant whom he ſent, he has made it fo very evident 
that he was God's inferior meſſenger, and not the 
Almighty himſelf, that if we pay any regard to at 
he ſays, it ſeems impoſſible to miſunderſtand him. 
To 


- 
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god-man mediator, "incarnate deity, &c. &c. it 
plus the underſtanding of all the angels in heaven 
to give an anſwer. But it wants no great penetration 
of mind, or literary qualifications to decide, whether 
_ Chriſt came of himſelf as the God of Iſrael, or was 

commiſſioned as his delegated ſervant to do the will 

there needs no very extenſive natural powers, or 

enlarged underſtanding, to diſtinguiſh the perſon, 

Governor and Creator of the world. The ſcripture 
evident, that a wayfairing man, though a fool, 
can be at no loſs to determine whether they were 
one and the ſame infinite Being, or entitled to a ſe- 
Son to act as a middle perſon between him and 
only true God of Chriſtians is not a perſon who 
1 was a ſervant and meſſenger to the God of Abra- 

1 ham, as that two and two are equal to four, or 
that there is any one Mediator or ſupreme God at 
all. But if men will not make uſe of their under - 
ſtandings, but be perſuaded to wrap the Doctrine 


the 
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God, when they are — God's ſervant- the 
Mefliah, and be perſuaded, that the only \fove- 
reign God of Chriſtians is not the ſame infinite | 
Being adored by Moſes and the Prophets, but a 
| ſon and ſervant ſent in ſubordination to him. But 
with an impartial mind, the conſequential tone in 
which a doctrine is delivered adds nothing to con- 
firm its truth or importance; but it will depend, as 
you obſerve with him, . 
and tijs Apottley ſaid-upon;the n 
The Evangeliſt informs us, — 
of vriting the hiſtory of their maſter, was to prove 
to the whole world that he was not the one Al- 
mighty God, as you affirm, but to be regarded in 
the character of his ambaſſador : | « Theſe things 
And the Meſſiah declares in the moſt poſitive man- 
ner, that he did nothing of himſelf, but had a 
God above him, on whom he was dependent and 
entirely in ſubjection, and from hom he derived 
all; and commanded his Diſciples to pray to an- 
ther Being as their God, in his on name; and af- 
firma, that the true worſhippers worſhip the Father, 
who is a ſpirit; and informs them, that it was eter- 
aal life to acknowledge him as the only true God, 
and regard himſelf as his meſſenger whom he ſent ; 
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Chriſtians was one and the ſame infinite being: 
£4 The Lord their God was one Lord.” 1 


0. Aud if — — readers would ce 


that the Meſſiah was a man approved of God, the 
ſon and ſervant of the only living God, and that to 
worſhip him as the one Almighty Creator, Go- 
vernor, God, and Father of all. muſt; be idolatry. 
ad here I would lay down my pen But 

as the chief 'defign of your writings and preaching, 
nid that of many others, is to prove, contrary to 
the Evangeliſt, that Jeſus is not to be regarded as 
the Chriſt, the ſent and ſervant of the God of 
'Iſrael, but to be wotſhipped as the one ſovereign 
ſuip the Son, a compound ſubordinate Deity ! 
vine truth, before the plain directions of the Son 
of God: I ſhall ſubmit a ſe further remarks on 
the evidence, nature, and conſequence of chriſtian 
iolatry, and the true character of the God of the 


dDible to your conſideration in ſome future letters. 


This appears, as I before hinted, quite neceſſa- 
ry to find our what is truth, becauſe, there are 
many who are apt to tale it for granted to be true 
hat you ſay of yourſelf and your opponent, to 

Wit, hat his opinions are very dangerous and 
pernieious errors, and that if you are miſtalcen, 


your "miſtakes are neither criminal or dangerous. 
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How far your conduct in changing the imme- 
diate obje& of divine adoration enjoined by the 
Meſſiah from a ſimple ſpirit, who is abſolutely 
ſupreme Governor to a ſervant and ſubordinate 
deity, is commendable and worthy of imitation and 
praiſe, there may be many very different opinions, 
but for my part, I can conſider ſuch a practice de- 
ſerving no better name than innovation and idola- 
try, and inſulting and uſurping the authority of 
the Son of God, which I ſhall hereafter endeavour 
to prove. But will cloſe this letter, with ſincerely 
wiſhing, that you will impartially weigh what I 
have already advanced or may further offer in the 
ſcale of- reaſon, in the ſcale of conſcience, and in 
the juſt balance of the lanQuary, a 


and remain, 
RxvsREND Sta, 


Yours, Se. 


D. 2 | ; LETTER IL | 


——— — —— — ne 90 —— >, 


ly 
_ 
( 1 
# 
. * 1 - 4 * 
5 
. 

* 7 
* 

* 


* 


Lrrzn II. 


* the ſuppoſed pre-exiftence of Crip a gelen 
1 ground for worſhipping him alone as the only 
ene ſupreme God ? 


* 
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Ir is one of the plaineſ dictates 
of reaſon, as well as a poſitive precept in revelation, 
that the only proper object of ſupreme adoration 


muſt be a perſon whoſe nature, properties and 
character are excliſively divine. Such a being we 


all profeſs to worſhip as alone the ſovereign God of 


the bible, 

ut notwithſtanding the truth of this ſentiment 
is acknowledged by all chriſtians, is it not unac- 
countable ! that Mr. D. ſhould take up his pen 
and unite with great numbers more to attempt to 
diſprove it, and perſwade his readers that the Deity 
whom they ought to worſhip is a perſon of an in- 
ferior ſtation, ſtiled God-man Mediator and Ser- 
vant, ſent by the God of Iſracl. Before chriſtians 
conſent to worſhip ſuch a kind of being as their 


God, 1 think it behoves them to enquire what 


foundation 
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* there is in ſcripture for the practice, 
leſt they ſhould be found to worſhip they know 
not what. 

The belief of the exiſtence of a firſt cauſe, we call 
the one Almighty God, appears to be. one of the 
moſt eſſential principles of true religion, both na- 
tural and revealed, and that all other beings deri- 
ved their exiſtence and all their powers from him, 
is equally as important an article in the chriſtian 
creed. And, that no perſon or character who is 
in any way whatever inferior to Jehovah who alone 
is poſſeſſed of infinite perfections, can claim ſu- 
preme regard, is likewiſe a ſentiment that all who 

ets chriſtianity profeſs to maintain. | 
An impartial obſerver might juſtly wonder, if 
he was not acquainted with all circumſtances, why 
chriſtian divines in the eighteenth century with 
their bibles in their hands, are not aſhamed to 
borrow their notions of the only true God from 
the wild reveries of the fathers. But if he came 
to examine, he would find the reaſon was plain, 
When people are not ſatisfied with the ſcripture 
account of the nature and character of the one 
living and true Jehovah, they are obliged to have . 
recourſe to ſuch data for inſtruction. The pre- ex- 
iſtent divinity of the Meſſiah who was ſent by the 
God of Iſrael muſt be maintained, or there could 
be no plea for worſhipping him as Deity. Two 
ſelf-exiſtent beings all know is a ſelf-evident con- 
tradiction, as well as directly contrary to revelation. 
D2 Therefore 
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Therefore to eſtabliſh Chriſt's godhead, you inform 
vs from Juſtin Martyr, that the Meſſiah, before he 

appeared in our world, © filled a middle rank be- 
tween the ſupreme God and his creatures.” And 
to diſtinguiſh him from the God of Moſes and the 
prophets, Chriſt and his apoſtles, it was neceſſary - 
to call him by thoſe yew names, Triune, Three-one, 
God-man, &c. which were entirely unknown to 
the inſpired writers, 

Parents generally claim the right of naming their 
own children, and as this range God revered by 
the ancients appears to be the legitimate offspring 
of trinitarian invention, (for from no other quar- 
ter was it ever heard of, that there was a ſort of 
beings between the ſupreme God and his creatures) 
and his properties and character quite different from 
the only ſovereign God of the bible, it was proper 
that you ſhould have the honour of diſtinguiſhing 
him by ſome extraordinary appellations. To have 
{tiled ſuch a being the one God and Father of all, 

who is above all, would have been great improprie- 
ty, becauſe you ſay that he was a * ſervant in ſub- 
jection,” And as he then muſt be an inferior 
Deity, if you will worſhip him as divine, it became. 
3 neceſſary to diſcard the ſcripture unity of the per- 

ſon of the Father as the one true God, and add 
two or three more perſons to conſtitute your com- 

| nd triune deity, &c, 

But however different your views and mine are 
about en of Chriſt, you will grant that all 


acceptable 
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acceptable worſhip of Almighty. God muſt be 
founded upon a proper knowledge of his exiſtence. 
and real character. He that cometh to God muſt 
believe that he is what himſelf declares; And von 
will likewiſe allow, that the beſt information which 
a chriſtian can obtain of the properties of che only. | 
true God, muſt be derived from the ſacred | 
and that every repreſentation of Jehovah that is not 
perfectly conſonant with that infallible rule ought to 
be diſcarded, | ax ale AT 

"When Lcame to look inne the ee 
to know who to invoke as Deity, I could not find 
any fuch kind of perſon as you deſcribe the Meſ- 
ſiah, © between the ſupreme God and his crea- 
tures, therefore it was impoſſible for me to pay 
him divine worſhip. On examining the ſcriptures 
I found there but three kinds of intelligent beings, 
men, angels, and Jehovah, and to one of theſe claſa 
of characters undoubtedly the Meſſiah muſt belong; 
The difference between your opinion and mine up- 
on this point are extremely wide. I ſuppoſe that 
he was a man approved of God, in all things-like 
unto his brethren, and a real worſhipper of Al- 
mighty God; and you aſſert, that he is to be wor- 
ſhipped as the only one ſupreme Governor; God 
and Father of all. The foundation which your 
opinions are built upon is the pre-exiſtent divinity 
of Chriſt as the one God of patriarchs and pro- 
phets. If this can be proved a truth, you certain 
ly are right in invoking the Meſſiah as the chris 
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Rians' God, but what you have advanced to con- 
firm your ſcheme appears to me entirely to confute 


yourſelf: how far chis is true, the following re- 


marks on what you have ſaid will manifeſt. 
The firſt plea I would notice, that you bring to 
eftabliſh che worſhip of Chriſt as ſupreme Deity is 


_ this, although he was a © real man, yet he was 


nota mere man, but exiſted and received his miſ- 
fion in heaven before his appearance in our world.” 
If for the ſake of argument I grant this to be true, 
(though with me a mere man and a real man are 
identical terms) yet there is then the ſame rea- 
fon not to worſhip him as ſovereign God as Peter 
of Paul; becauſe, it does not depend upon when 
or where he received his miſſion that diſproves our 
fight to invoke him as ſupreme Deity, But is he 
a miſſionary ſent by another at all ? if he is, and 
you aſſert that, no words can be found that more 
expreſsly demonfrate he does not now claim divine 
adoration as the one Almighty God whoſe ſervant 
he is. For, however ſuperior to mankind you 
ſuppoſe Chriſt to be, as you grant that his nature 
and character were not invariably and abſolute - 
ly infinite, to worſhip him as Deity cannot be 
worſhipping the very ſame being who ſent him, 
and therefore muſt be idolatry, if your words have 
any meaning. 

The next argument which you advance to ſup- 
pete: your notions appears equally pointed againſt 
n which is, * that Chriſt was the medium 

of | 


* 


birth.” Whatever you deſign by this repreſenta- 
tion of the Meſſiah in his prior ſtate, if it is a 
truth, it proves that he then could not be the cter. 
nal Jehevah, the original ſource from hence all 
bleſſings flow. But we have no account in the bi- 
ble of Chriſt occupying any ſuch ſtation until his 
aſcenſion to his Father's right hand. after his reſur- 
rection. His there filling the inferior offices of ad- 
vocate, mediator and interceſſor between the Al- 
mighty God and mankind, ſeems to imply chat 
he is now conſidered by him to be a kind of me- 
dium of divine communication to them unto the 
end of the world, And the Meſſiah directing his 
diſciples to addreſs Deity in his name, appears. to 
confirm the ſame truth. But this character of 2 
middle perſon between God and man, who acted 
as Jehovah's ſervant as expreſsly excludes the Son 
of God from ſupreme Deity as evident as Moſes 
excluded himſelf from being the God of Iſrael, 
And it appears equally idolatry for chriſtiana to 
invoke Chriſt as their God, as it would have been 
for the Iſraelites to have addreſſed Moſes as the 
God of their fathers, becauſe he was the inſtrument 


or medium of divine communication, and tiled 
their Mediator and Saviour. 


Another ſtation which you aſſign to the MeſGah 
in his pre-exiſtent ſtate is ſo contrary, to infinite 
Deity, that it need only be mentioned to ſhew.its 
abſundicy and impoſhviicy, You inform us tha 
4 he - 
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he then * held a middle rank between the 
God and his creatures.” To be ſure you borrow 
this wonderful diſcovery from the ancient fathers, 
and don't pretend to ſay that it is ſcriprural. But 
had not you admired it as calculated to confirm 
your opinions, you would never have been at the 
pains of printing it over again, and making ſuch 
notions your only foundation, However, as nei- 
ther yourſelf nor the original authors have given 
us any account of the powers, properties, or mode 
of exiſtence of the Meſſiah when ſubſiſting in this 
middle ſtation between the ſupreme God and his 
creatures, all thoſe who now worſhip ſuch a kind 
of Deity, muſt certainly not then invoke the only 
true God of the bible, but addreſs quite a differ- 
ent being from him. And what can ſuch worlhip 
— deemed bur idolatry ? 

But left ſome of your readers ſhould think that 
you had degraded the Meſſiah too low before his 
birth, by placing him among Juſtin Martyr's mid- 
dle rank of non-entities, you try to remove this 
obje&tion by declaring, he is that very being the 
prophet Iſaiah in his fortieth chapter tiles the ever- 
laſting God. If we had not witneſſed it with our 
own eyes, we could ſcarcely have believed that 
objects ſo extremely diverſe and oppofite could 
have been recommended to be worſhipped as Deity 
from the ſame pen. But rather than give up a fa- 
vourite notion and learn their religion from Jeſus 
Chriſt; Trinitarians will be ad vocates for the great- 
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&t abſurdities that were ever advanced in the dark- 
eſt ages! And ſo very popular is the doctrine of 
Chriſt's pre-exiſtent divinity, that let a man ad- 
vance whatever contradictions he may to ſupport 
it, he will be applauded much more than if he be- 
lieves what the Meſſiah declares of himſelf, that he 
was a man that told the truth which he heard of 


God. Firſt, the Deiry you profeſs to worſhip 'is 
a real man approved of God, then a compound 
being partly human and partly divine; aftegwards 
is a ſervant ſent in ſubordination to Almighty God 
and the medium of divine communication to our 
world; preſently repreſented as filling a middle 
rank between the ſupreme God and his creatures, 
and at laſt is entirely changed into an infinite being, 
But ſurely Mr. D. muſt ſuppoſe that the nature 
and character of the God of the Bible is conver- 
tible into whatever form a ſuperſtitious fancy may 
invent, or, that his readers were as ignorant of the 
perſections of the Deity of primitive chriſtians as 
the barbarous heathens in the woods of America 
or the South-Sea Iſlands, or he never would have 
deſcribed the only true God of chriſtians ſo oppo- 
te to the infallible writers, and the eſſential per. 
feftions of an infinite God, As you ſay of your 
opponents, I have often wondered how you can 
be Nin with your own expoſitions and definiti- 
pns.“ And yet there is ſomething more wonder- 
ful, that great numbers admire ſuch abſurd repre- 
ſentations of Jehovah, beſore the plain declarations 
of the Son of God! E. 
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But let us further examine your reaſons why 
you think Chriſt exiſted as the one eternal Jehovah. 
You inform us, ** that if the Jews in Chriſt's time 
had underſtood the old teſtament prophecies con- 

cerning the Meſſiah, they would have been of 
your opinion, and worſhipped him as the only ſo- 
vereign God of their fathers.” Now if you could 
prove this, the matter would be immediately deci- 
ded in your favour. For if the Almighty had 
| promiſed that himſelf would become a ſervant 
and take upon him human nature, he undoubtedly 
would have fulfilled his word if any one could have 
been found to have reigned in his place. But un- 
| happily for your cauſe, what the prophets relate 
concerning Chriſt proves quite the contrary, There 
is but one ſingle paſſage in all the old teſtament 
that in ſound plainly expreſſes any ſuch ſentiments, - 
and that you have honeſtly altered the common 
tranſlation, and inſtead of reading the © everlaſting 
fathers,” have put in the “ father of the age.” 
So far from the prophets ſpeaking of the God of 
Iſrael © leaving his original greatneſs and becom- 
| ing a ſervant and mediator himſelf to be the Savi- 
It our of Mankind, that they invariably declare the 
| reverſe. The Almighty affirms that he never de- ; 
figned to become incarnate or take a lower ſtation, : 
for ſays he, I am God and change not. Their ex- | 
preſs and deciſive language concerning the Meſſiah 
is, that he was to be a perſon that the Lord their 
. God would raiſe up from among them of their 
brethren, 
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brethren, and ſend as his meſſenger like unto 
Moſes. And Jehovah himſelf frequently ſtiled 
Chriſt, his ſervant whom he would ſend, uphold 
and bleſs. Therefore, inſtead of the jews inferring 
with you, that they were authoriſed from the ac- 
count given of the Meſſiah in their ſcriptures to 
worſhip him as ſupreme Deity, they could not help 
concluding but that ſuch practice muſt be idolatry 
according to Moſes' deſcription of that crime, 
becauſe it is worſhipping an inferior perſon ſent. 
as a ſervant to the God of their forefathers. - 

And as your own language of the Meſſiah' in his 
ſuppoſed pre-exiſtent ſtate deſtroys your only foun- 
dation for worſhipping him as ſupreme Deity, ſo 
likewiſe your repreſentation and views of the doc- 
trine of atonement, as well as the ſcripture account 
of that truth proves that the perſon who acted the 
part of a reconciler between man and his maker, 
muſt be an inferior and ſeparate being from the one 
ſovereign Governor offended, and entitled to a di- 
ſtin& and inferior regard; for a Mediator as St. 
Paul obſerves, is not a mediator of one, but God 
is one, therefore could not be mediator and ſervant 
for himſelf as your ſcheme ſuppoſes. 

Although in the forgiveneſs of fin there is a dif- 
play of all the perfections of Jehovah, Calviniſts ä 
generally make uſe of the term ſatisfying juſtice | 
when ſpeaking of the atonement of Chriſt; And 
in whatever light you view the doctrine of Chriſt's 
undertaking, you muſt ſuppoſe if you have any 
E 2 meaning, 
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meaning, that there was a real ſeparation and ine» 
quality between himſelf and his father who appoint - 
ed and accepted him, if you adopt the ſtrict Cal- 
viniſtic idea of commutative jultice ; of ſin being a 
debt which we have contracted and are unable to 
pay, and the obedience of Chriſt as our ſurety free- 
ly diſcharging the whole to his father as our cre- 
ditor. For a creditor to accept the payment of a 
uſt debt from the hands of a ſurety in behalf of 


his debtor, does certainly prove that the ſurety is a 


ſeparate being from both, and claims a different 


regard; Or, if with others you conſider the merit 


of Chriſt under the notion of diſtributive juſtice, 
or a proper reward for virtuous conduct. For 


' Chriſt to be in ſubjection in a flate of probation, 


and rewarded by another, ſuppoſes that he had a 
God above him on whom he was dependent, and 
did not receive his reward from himſelf, Or ſup- 
pole you view the propitiation or' worthineſs of 
Chriſt with many, as a diſplay of general or pub- 
lic juſtice, that is, as a plan conducive to the ge- 


neral good of the moral ſyſtem, and the beſt cal. 
culated to glorify Jehovah, The complacency of 


Almighty God in the perſon. of the Meſſiah, as 
our pattern, mediator or repreſentative, is founded 
upon his ſeparate exiſtence from Deity, His be- 
ing a mere man in ſubjection to God his father 
was. the foundation of his obedience to the original 


not Chriſt been in all things like unto his brethren, 


his 


or ſubſtitute for human creatures. But the infalli- 
ble writers affirm that we are conſidered by the Al- 
mighty as one moral whole with him, ; poſſeſſed: of 
family, ſubjects of the ſame government, and ſer- 
vants of the ſame God. And if we follow his ſteps! 
ſhall be joint heirs with him of the ſame eternal 
inheritance. Therefore from revelation there does 
not appear the leaſt ground ſor the doctrine of as- 
tonement, but upon Chriſt's perſonal humanity and 
actual ſeparation, enn and Rn from 
infinite Deity. 
If you once ſeriouſly refe@t0n your cen 
and the language of ſcripture concerning the Mie 
diation and Meſliahſhip of Chriſt, I am perſuaded 
divinity as a fiion;"for the two doctrines as appli» 
cable to one being neceſſarily; deſtroy each other, 
juſt as evident as ſaying one perſon who is finite, 
and another who is infinite are directly oppoſites. 
To be ſure, to reconcile your notions of Chriſt 
pre-exiſting as the God of Iſrael before his appear 
ance among mankind with the new teſtament ac- 
count of his ſubjection and inferiority to another 
being, you inform us, that “ he left his original 
— n 
ſupport. your ſcheme, becauſe the Evangeliſt an 


he had any divinity before his birth, he muſt leave 
it all ſomewhere. But what you can mean by 
Chriſt exiſting between the ſupreme God and his 
creatures, or the Almighty God leaving his origi- 
nal dignity and becoming a ſervant and mediator 
for his creatures, no one was yet ever able to con- 
eri ue. To ſuch deſcriptions of the infinite Jehovah 
your own words ſeem quite applicable, * it involves 
in itſelſ the greateſt abſurdity, contradicts all the evi- 
dences of our ſenſes, and in the nature of the thing 
appears impoſſible to be true,” however Mr. D. 
and many others are highly extolled for maintain · 
ing ſuch antiſcriptural contredifipns.end en- 
a — « either Jeſus Chriſt exiſted 
from eternity as the one Almighty God and took 
upon him human nature in the perſon of the 
Meſſiah and became a ſervant to another or he did 
not? As the ſolution of this queſtion depends, 
as you remark, entirely upon what our Lord and 
his apoſtles ſaid on the ſubject, let us examine 
what is related of the perſon of Chriſt while in our 
world, and the ſtation he is now declared to fill in 
heaven. If at Chriſt's firſt appearance, they inform 
us he diſcovered the ſtrength of Samſon and the 

wiſdom of Solomon, we ſhould have reaſon to con- 

clude that ſome ſuperangelic or divine intelligence 5 
had aſſumed the helpleſs babe, but what is record- 
ed of him {cems to prove quite the contrary, Mary 
his . 


his mother, when he was born, bound him up as o- 
ther children, and carried him down into Egypt. 
And according to the law of Moſes, inſtead of 
worſhipping the infant as her God, preſented him 
to the Lord. Not a ray of divinity does ſhe men- 
tion in her firſt born ſon. The child grey and 
waxed ſtrong, And he grew in wiſdom and in fa- 
vour both with God and man. God Almighty an- 
ointed him with the Holy Ghoſt and with power, 
and the grace of God was with him, Words 1 
think cannot be found more expreſs to prove that 
the child Jeſus: poſſeſled no inherent diyine My 

Vet, notwithſtanding your account of Chriſt 
leaving his original greatneſs at his ſuppoſed incar- 
nation agrees with the new teſtament repreſentation 
of his humiliation, you never informed us when he 
reaſſumed his former dignity, | therefore we can have 
no authority to worſhip him as ſupreme, until you 
can prove that he now reigns as the one infinite 


Almighty God. I think that Mr. D's filence on 


this head is eaſily accounted for. He muſt, know 
phat the infallible writers never had any information 
while they lived that the Meſſiah was again-exalted 
to his ſuppoſed imperial throne, becauſe they po- 
ſitively declare the contrary. When John ſaw him 
in the heavenly world foretelling future events, he 
was then in a ſtate of ſubordination to another, 
He took the book out of the right hand of him 
that ſat upon the throne, It was the revelation 
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I 'thit God gave uiito-Jefis Chriſt, And Pt af. 
5 Fits in the moſt poſitive manner that he would 
1 "always remain in an inferior ſtation. Then cometh 
1 "the end that he will deliver up the kingdom to God 


even the Father, and the Son himſelf ſhall be in 
\ubje&ion to him. If it depends therefore upon 
"what the apoſtles have ſaid on the ſubject, we need 
be at no loſs to determine whether the Meſſiah now 

igns as the one ſupreme God or acts as his ſer- 

nt and our advocate and interceſſor with the Fa- 
ther in heaven. It is plain that whatever glory or 
10-4 dignity he left he has never yet taken poſſeſſion of 
it again, therefore as he is now a ſervant he cannot 
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ll claim ſupreme adoration as the ſovereign God. 

[ But it is evident from a quotation which you 
ws "bring from Dr. Doddridge as the ground of divine 
{tp worſhip being given to Jeſus Chriſt, that you do 


not really believe that he exiſted in glory before 
"his birth with his father who ſent him as the one 
God. The Dr's plan appears to be what is called 
che indwelling ſcheme, that is, becauſe deity dwelt 
in the man Chriſt Jeſus' in an extraordinary 
manner, therefore we are authoriſed to ſtile him 
God, and invoke him as ſupreme. But this plan 
(whether you are aware of it or not) entirely diſ- 
cards his pre-exiſting divinity, and reduces your 
ſyſtem to an ancient hereſy called Sabellianiſm, or 
a mere nominal trinity, and is conſidered by many 
no better than Socinianiſm, Though moſt of 
you reverend othodox gentlemen when cloſely ex- 
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amined on the ſubject and demanded to explain 
your meaning, are compelled to adopt this indwel · 
ling ſcheme, to prevent the charge of Tritheiſm 
and idolatry; but if impartially inſpected, will 
not, I apprehend, exculpate you from either, be- 
cauſe Chriſt and his Father are not mere names, but 
deſcribed as oppoſite characters, and two ſeparate 
and unequal beings, which cannot be pov 
of the only one infinite God, | oy 

+ It is really aſtoniſhing n 
ſubterfuges you will invent to ſupport a popular 
ſyſtem of religion rather than credit the plain truth. 
As I before obſerved, the only proper ſcripture 
object of ſupreme worſhip muſt be purely a divine 
intelligence. The properties and character of the 
only true God are always the ſame. That the ane 
Almighty God of all exiſted before Mary brought 
forth her beloved ſon, the Meſſiah, I have no 
doubt ; and that this ſame infinite Being anointed 
with extraordinary power or dwelt in the man Chriſt 
Jeſus, ſo as to enable him to work miracles, and 
afterwards raiſed him from the dead to a ſtate of 
great dignity and glory at God's right hand in hea- 


ven, the ſcripture abundantly proves ; but if you - 


mean any thing elſe by the pre · exiſtent or afer-ex- 
iſting Divinity of the Meſſiah than the wiſdom and 
power of God that was manifeſted in and by him, 
it is evident that himſelf and his diſciples were en- 
tirely ignorant of it, becauſe, they declare that he 


was * a ſtate of dependence and ſubordina- 
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who is a ſpirit and always reigns on his imperial 
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tion to Almighty God. But Jehovah: dwelling in 
the man Chriſt Jeſus in a more extraordinary man- 
ner than any other prophet can give us no more au- 
thority to worſhip him as God than Moſes or Paul: 
For it is no matter what the being we proſeſs to in- 
voke as Deity is compoſed of if it is not the one 
infinite Jehovah alone, it is an idol of human in- 
vention. Whether the object we addreſs as our 


God is drawn by the pencil, or carved with the 


chiſel ; the higheſt angel in heaven, or the ſmalleſt 
inſect on the earth; whether it be invented by bad 
men from the baſeſt motives, or revered by good 
men from the moſt pious views ; if that being we 
profeſs to adore as Deity hath any properties or ſuſ- 
tains any offices that are not abſolutely infinite, it is 
not worſhipping the only true God of the Bible 


throne.. Therefore all who now worſhip the Meſ- 
ſiah, a compound, mutable, ſubordinate being, 


cannot be numbered among thoſe Chriſt declared 


were the, true worſhippers who worſhipped the 


Father alone as ſupreme God; and where can ſuch 


deſerve to be claſſed but among idolaters? 
Probably you may be unwilling to own the 
charge and reply, © That notwithſtanding you con- 
tend for paying divine worſhip to the Meſſiah 
on account of Jehovah dwelling in him, yet we 
cannot ſuppoſe you are ſo ignorant of the nature and 
character of Almighty God as to have the leaſt 
idea of his poſſeſſing any human properties or ſuſ- 
* 
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taining any lower office than abſolute ſupremacy, 
or that the one God of Chriſtians was a ſervant to 
the God of Iſrael. It is the God and Father of 
Chriſt who dwells in Jeſus of Nazareth that you 
deſign to invoke as alone Sovereign Deity.” That 
your knowledge of the true God of the Bible is 
contrary to your creed, as well as in oppoſition to 
the plain language of the Son of God, I have no 
doubt; Though why you ſhould wiſh to be 
chought an advocate for a ſyſtem that you do not 
believe to be true, may ſeem paradoxical to many; 
but this you muſt continue to do or give up the 
Divinity of Chriſt, or acknowledge yourſelf an 
idolater. For, if the Meſſiah is not a mere man, 
he certainly is not a mere God, or a being exclu - 


fively poſſeſſed of infinite perſections, which alone 
ſtamps the exiſtence and character of the Almighty 


from all other beings, and is the only ſcripture 
foundation of divine adoration, And Aaron I think 
might have offered as good a plea for erecting the 
golden calf to pleaſe the Iſraelites as your indwel- 
ling ſcheme for the invocation of Chriſt as ſupreme 
Deitv. Had Moſes called his conduct idolatry, he 
might have replied, You can't ſuppoſe that I am 
ſo ſtupid as to believe thoſe gold rings which were 
worn but yeſterday in the people's ears, I have 
now juſt melted into an image, is that very being 
who lately delivered Iſrael from the hand of Pha- 
raoh. I have proclaimed a feaſt to the Lord, and 
R 

f my ene. 3 


_— Larres II. 


through which as a kind of medium, I deſign that 
they ſhould worſhip the true God. But whatever 
pretences Aaron might urge to juſtify his practice, 
Moſes conſidered it as a tranſ of the ſecond 
commandment, and treated it accordingly. And 
as you declare, that the Meſſiah was a real man 
who ated as God's ſervant and our mediator, when 
you or any others addreſs him with the Father as 
ſupreme Deity, if your words and the ſcriptures 
have any meaning, you certainly then do worſhip 
an human perſon and a divine perſon, a man and 
a God, the ſovereign Governor and Creator of all 
and a creature, and muſt be equally deſerving the 
name of idolarers as the Iſraelites who danced before | 
their new-made god ! 
However, when Mr. D. can prove, that the 
Meſſiah filled a middle rank between the ſu- 
preme God and his creatures ” before his appear- 
ance in our world, and now reigns in heaven as the 
one infinite unchangeable Jehovah who was never 
in ſubjection to any; and can demonſtrate, that a 
man approved of God who ſuſtains the offices of 
ſervant, meſſenger and mediator between mankind 
and his maker is not a real inferior being, 
and that the God and Father of our Lord Jeſus 
_ Chriſt is not the only one Almighty ſovereign Cre- 
ator, Governor, God and Father of all, I will 
exculpate him from the charge of being an advo- 
ate for Idolatry.* But until he has actually made 


* I lately publiſhed a ſmall pamphlet wherein I affirmed, 
« that I was excommunicated for declaring that the Father 
f . was 
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that plain, and fairly proved that when the God of 
Iſrael ſent the Meſſiah he never ſent another being, 


—— ——— —— 
was the one Almighty. God, and that Jeſus was the trus 
Meſſiah God's meſſenger whom he ſent to act as Mediator be- 
tween himſelf and mankind.” The good people, wy brethren, 
at Guilforough who were highly applauded for this pious u- 
on, finding that I appealed to their orders and demanded evi- 
dence of my crime, were not a little mortiſied. And a they 
could not perſuade any one publicly to defend their cauſe, en- 
deavoured to ſlander my character by telling my neighbours 
that I printed lies, for they never excluded me for what I had 
aſſerted, becauſe they always ſuppoſed that Chriſt was an in- 
ferior character and a middle perſon between, Jehovah and his 
creatures as much as myſelf, notwithſtanding their miniſter had 
long tried to perſuade them he was not, Reflecting on my 
words I have ſince perceived my miſtake, and now acknow- 
ledge that my offence did not conſiſt in declaring it was right 
to worſhip the Father as the true God and to regard Chriſt as 
his inferior ſeryant whom he ſent, but my heinous crime lay in 
believing what I ſaid to be infallible truth. I have often heard 
their miniſter ſay the very ſame things of Chriſt which they 
excluded me for, but they never thought of excommunicating _ 
him becauſe he can tell them that he never means any ſuch 
thing. Though he often ſays that the God of the bible chang- 
ed his ftation, and that Chriſt was an inferior character to ſu- 
preme Deity, and that the God of ,Phriſtians is quite a diffe- 
rent perſon who ſuſtains a lower” office in ſubjection to the 
God of Iſrael, yet while he can inform them that he deſigns 
to mean quite the contrary, they will not only excuſe him, but 
even admire his autiſcriptural contradictions. But as ſoon 
as it was known that I would no longer a& the hypocrite 
in ſaying one thing and meaning another, and join their mini- 
ſter in contradicting myſelf and jeſus Chriſt to ſupport an hu- 
man ſyſtem of religion, it was immediately advertiſed- from 
moſt of the pulpits around us, that I was neither fit- to live 
nor fit to die! And it was declared in public company at 


ail 


but really left his own original greatneſs and glory 
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and came in himſelf the perion of Chriſt ; I muſt 
claſs him among ſuch who profeſs to worſhip gods 
many and lords many, for among thoſe whom the 
Son of God tiled the true worſhippers of the only 
one Almighty God of the Bible he can have no juſt 
claim, if the Scriptures are true and he means 
——— | 


1 remain, 
ReveRenD Sin, 
Yours, Se. 


— — CS 
Guilfberragh but a few days ago by more perſons than one, 
that if they met me in the ſtreet they ſhould not think it any 


Harm to kill me, for there was no law againſt them if they 


did !!! I do hope that the perſons who uttered ſuch language 
againſt me will be aſhamed of what they have ſaid without my 
printing weir names, but if that is required I will do it. F 

Though the pious people at Gwi/borough may be adviſed 
to ſtigmatiſe my character with as many odious names as 
"they can invent, I fincerely wiſh that in future they will 
fay no more about me or my ſentiments than they can prove 
true And I likewiſe defire them that if ever they hear their 


- miniſter affirm again that Chriſt.is not the true Meſſiah, that 


perſon whom the ſacred writers aſſert was ſent as a ſervant and 
mediator in ſubordination to Almighty God, but the only one 


| Almighty God himſelf, that they would ſeriouſly aſk him, 


whether it is right to believe ſuch doctrine to be divine truth 

when they know that is cp Mp eee e 
e e 
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LETTER II. 

I that Being Trinitarian Teachers profeſs to inſtrus 
their bearers to worſhip as Supreme God the very 

' fame infinite Deity adored by Moſes and the Pro- 
pbets, Chriſt and bis Apoſtles, or another perſon 
who is a ſeparate and inferior character to him 


— — — — 


REveREND SIR, 


I Am aware that what I advanced 
at the concluſion of my laſt Letter reflects hard up- 
on your order, as if inſtead of being the real follow- 
ers of Chriſt and teachers of genuine Chriſtianity, 
you were enemies to him and his. Father who ſent 
him, and advocates for idolatry, But the queſtion 
ought not to be How many think otherwiſe ? or 
Who.is offended ? But is there not juſt ground for 
the accuſation ? If there is, it certainly is a mat- 
ter of conſiderable importance, and ought. not to 
be concealed from public inſpection; but, if it can 
be proved that there is no foundation for the 
charge, I will acknowlenge that I am miſtaken. 
However, as I do not wiſh to bring ſo heinous 3 
charge againſt ſuch a learned, pious and reſpecta- 

able 
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ble body of men without ſufficient evidence of the 
faft, 1 ſhall now endeavour to compare the plain 
language of the Meſſiah our only infallible teacher 
concerning the immediate object of divine adora- 
tion with your popular creed, that the public may 
have an opportunity of. knowing whether you real - 
ly learn your manners of addreſſing Deity from 
Jeſus Chriſt as you affirm or not. If you really 
copy exactly after his pattern, you have an un- 
doubted claim to orthodoxy, or the real followers 
of the Son of God, but fo far as you diviate from 
his expreſs rule, you muſt deſerve the name of he- 
terodoxy, or oppoſers of genuine chriſtianity ! 

I would obſerve, that notwithſtanding there is 
ſuch a very wide difference in our views reſpecting 
the immediate object of ſupreme worſhip, we are 
not neceſſitated to adopt the practice of an heir to 
an eſtate who by accident may have loſt the prop- 
er title, and is obliged to have entire new docu- 
ments of the beſt materials he can colle& to ſub- 
ſtantiate his claim. For, however far mankind 
have departed from Chriſt's preſcriptive plan of 


40 


- addreſſing Deity, the divine platform recorded by 


the evangeliſt remains the ſame, and as much an 
infallible ſtandard for modern chriſtians as it was 
to the Meſſiah's immediate followers. And as 
proteſtant diſſenters profeſs to diſcard all human 
authority in matters of religion, and to follow 
Chriſt as their only maſter, they can have no ob- 
jection to have all their ſentiments tried by this 
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rule, without contradicting their own principles. 
To this touchſtone alone would I bring the wor- 
ſhippers of God's ſervant the Meſſiah. to determine 
whether their mode of beginning to one perſon. 
the Father who is ſupreme Governor of the world, 
and concluding their worſhip to another or two, 
who ſuſtain iaferior offices ,under him is exactly 
conſonant with Chriſt's plain directions or a mere 
human invention ? 
It is worthy. of notice in this ua that 
we have not one word in all the Old Teſtament or 
New about the Jews worſhipping your trinity of 
perſons as Deity, nor that Chriſt had any contenti- 
on with them about the unity of God, For, al- 
though the jewiſh nation. at the time the Meſſiah 
preached unto them were much degenerated from 
the piety of many of their anceſtors, and had lit- 
tle elſe-but the form of religion, it does not ap- 
pear that. they. had loſt ſight of the only proper 
object of divine worſhip, becauſe, though Chriſt 
often reproved their prieſts for corrupting the lam 
of Moles, he never corrected them for not wor- 
| ſhipping/ the one true God, notwithſtanding they 
never invoke] himſelf as the God of their forefa- 
chers., And it is likewiſe deſerving attention, that 
there was no conteſt between Chriſt's firſt diſciples 
and the Jews about the perſon who was ſupreme 
Jehovah. When they preached to the Gentiles they 
perſuaded them to diſcard their idol deities, but 
whenever they - taught the Jews . they did not in- 
; G: ſtruct 
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| they prayed to the ſupreme God they prayed to 
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e men be change their God. Indeed as they 
were all inſpired by the ſame Almighty being, we 
cannot ſuppoſe that ſome of Chriſt's apoſtles would 
recommend one kind of Deity and others another 
as is the practice in the preſent day. As their 
principal deſign was to overturn all ſuperſtition and 
idolatry, and enjoin- the univerſal adoration of one 
ſupreme being, we cannot imagine that Paul would 
go to Epheſus and Corinth and inform the people 
to worſhip the God and Father of our Lord Jeſus 
Chriſt as the one ſupreme God of all, and that 
Peter would go to Rome and encourage them there 
to worſhip the Meſſiah a man approved of God as 
Deity. No: Their maſter had taught them better, 
and informed them that the only true worſhippers 
were they who worſhipped the Father. Hence we 
find their uniform language concerning Jehovah 
was, To us there is but one God even the Father, 
who is above all. They bowed their knee to the 
God and Father of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt as ſove- 
reign Deity. - According to Chriſt's declaration, 
the Lord their God was one Lord, and his name, 
nature, perſon and character was one. Whenever 


the Father as the Meſſiah directed. Their God 
was not a ſervant to the God of their 23 
but the ſame infinite Being. 


R and 


obſerve your manner of addrefling a compound, 
triune, god-man Mediator who is a ſervant to an- 


other, he muſt conclude, that there is an eſſential 
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change taken place in the nature and character of 
the God of the Bible, or that you did not worſhip 
the ſame infinite Deity primitive chriſtians and his 

did. And before he could with pro- 
priety embrace chriſtianity, he muſt enquire what 
evidence you offer for this material alteration in 
the obje& of divine worſhip ; leſt inſtead of wor- 
ſhipping the true God more, acceptably, he ſhould 
be led inſenſibly back again into idolatry. 

When Chrift's diſciples aſked him 10 ing 
them how to pray, we may depend upon it that he 
was ſure to direct them to the only proper object. 
But he never mentioned himſelf or any other per- 
ſon but the Father alone as ſupreme God. After 
this manner pray ye, Our Father, &c. Their God 
was not a compound triune Deity, but he in- 
ſtructed them to begin and end their worſhip to 
one and the ſame perſon, He knew that Almighty 
God never changed his character or nature; there- 
fore inſtead of directing his diſciples to pray to 
himſelf according to your manner, he guards 
them as much as poſlible againſt the practice. 
When the Jews accuſed him with blaſphemy for 
making himſelf God, he confuted their accuſation 
by denying the charge. He declared that he never 
ſaid he was God. Say ye of him whom the Fa- 
ther hath ſanctified that I blaſpheme, becauſe I 
ſaid I am the Son of God. If I honour myſelf my 
honour is nothing; it is my Father who honoureth 
me, whom ye ſay is your God, In that day ye 
G 2 ſhalf 
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ſhall aſk me nothing, but when ye pray, pray to 
the Father in my name. The true worſhippers 
worſhip the Father who is a ſpirit, the only true 
God. © Is it reaſonable, as you aſk, to ſuppoſe that 
our Lord ſpoke ſenſe?” If it is, I think it can- 
not be very unreaſonable to conclude that Mr. D. 
writes nonſenſe when he affirms, that © Chriſt filled 
a middle rank between the ſupreme God and his 
creatures, and that the immutable God * left his 
original greatneſs and became a ſervant.” And 
when Mr. D. publiſhes a book to perſuade man- 
kind to worſhip a perſon whom he fays was ſent as 
a ſervant to Almighty God as the one God of all 
in human nature, ſuch notions I believe no man 
was ever yet able to reconcile with /cripture and 
common ſenſe | 
But whether your creed is fenſe or nonſenſe, 
that perſon you profeſs to teach mankind to wor- 
ſhip as their God is of very different properties 
and character from him who ſays I AM GOD 
AND CHANGE NOT you cannot deny. And 
the followers of Mahomet might with equal pro 
priety claim the name of chriſtians, as for you to 
affirm, that when you invoke the Meſſiah as Deity 
you then worſhip the very ſame -infinite Being a- 
dored by Moſes and the Prophets, and who Chrift 
ſaid was his God and Father, and the only true 
God and Father of all. 
You reverend othodox gentlemen perſuade man- 
kind that you are the only conſiſtent profeſſors of 


religion 
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religion who learn their manner of worſhipping | 
; Deity immediately from Jeſus Chriſt.” But I ean 
appeal to incontrovertible Fats to difprove your | 
claims. So far from your mode of worſhip being 
conſonant to Chriſt's poſitive directions, that were 
any of your hearers to aſk you to teach them to 
pray, you could not conſiſtent with your principles 
make uſe of his language, but muſt entirely invert . 
it, and ſay, When ye pray to Almighty God, ne- 
ver pray to the Father, but whatſoever ye ſhall'aſk 
the Son in your own names ye ſhall receive, for 
the only true worſhippers worſhip the Mediator, a 
compound, mutable and ſubordinate being. And 
this doctrine of Dr. P. is eternal death, to know 
and acknowledge the Father to be the only true - 
God, and regard Chriſt as the true Meſſiah who 
was ſent. Inſtead of wiſhing your people to fol- 
low Chriſt as their only guide, if we judge of your 
intentions by your words and conduct, we might 
juſtly ſuppoſe, that there was no error you were 
ſo much afraid mankind ſhould fall into as learning 
all their religien from Jeſus Chriſt. It is made 
an eſſential article in moſt of your creeds, ſermons 
and prayers that there is a great deal more virtue 
in breaking Chriſt's expreſs injunction, When ye 
pray, pray to the Father, than in keeping all the 


the ten commandments. And with ſuch violence 


do 
ÿl:ͤ—ñx᷑!᷑ m Gê—äd— n —::. — —....—ñ—:?7r 
* I could prove this from Trinitarian Writers almoſt with- 
out number, but I will only notice one as a ſpecimen of the 


' whole, 
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do many of you ſhew your oppoſition to Chriſt's 
rule, that you will even inftru& your hearers to 
treat all thoſe with the greateſt contempt who will 
pray to Almighty God exactly according to Chriſt's. 
injunctions, and often anathematize them to eter- 
nal damnation! if they will not join with you in 
worſhipping the Meſſiah as ſupreme Deity contrary 
to bis expreſs command. I do not gather my aſſer- 
tion of this from conjecture or report, but I know 
it by experience, though not much to the credit 
of the chriſtianity of my orthodox neighbours. 
But I wot not, that through ignorance they have 
done it, as did alſo their rulers ! which much 
But I would ſeriouſly aſk, Of what uſe is the 
Bible? and what did Chriſt make uſe of language 
for, if you can prove that he never deſigned to be 
underſtood to mean what he ſaid? It looks as if 
| | you 
— — — — —Lvä„ 
whole, © We heſitate not to aſſert that the church the moment 


it ſhrinks from the aſſertion of the godhead of the three per- 
ſons. in the holy trinity, whatever be its form of external po- 
lity, becomes a cumbrous and lifeleſs trunk. That is, gen- 
tle reader, if you will not ſet up your Miniſters above Jeſus 
Chriſt, they will conſign you over to perdition !!! 
See 4 Review of Mr. Jones Pitce in the Britiſh Critic. 
Whilſt to our critics and divines are given, 
Such liberties to change the laws of heaven ; 
No wonder truth is loſt ! 
All chriſtians ought ſuch folly to expoſe, 
Aud boldly diſcard what they may impoſe, 
However dear the coſt. | 
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you ſuppoſed that he was entirely ignorant of the 
nature, perſon and character of Almighty God, or 
was an impoſtor. If the Meſſiah meant that his 
diſciples ſhould addreſs his Father as alone ſupreme 
God, as you affirm, how came he to fay unto them 
After this manner pray ye. When ye pray, pray 
to the Father? Can any one ſuppoſe that, a un 
upright man, he would have made uſe of ſuch lan- 
guage, if he had intended that they ſhould always 
have invoked himſelf as the only true God? Eve- 
ry impartial mind, I think, cannot help concluding 
that it is idolatry to worſhip the Meſſiah as ſupreme 
Deity who ſays that he was ſent as Jehovah's ſer- 
vant, or he deceived the Jews and his diſciples with 
F 
the contrary ! 

That I have ſufficient ground tor dme 
concluſions, I can appeal to two unexceptionable 
witneſſes, yourſelf and the Son of God. The evi- 
dence that you recommend a different kind of per- 
ſon as the object of divine worſhip from him whom 
his followers is as plain as that there ever en- 
iſted a creature and the Creator, He certainly 
prayed himſelf and directed them to pray unto one 
that ſent him, as their God, and, if he did not 
mean ſo, his words are the greateſt chicanery and 
deception that ever proceeded from human lips. 
Chriſt muſt be guilty of aſſerting the moſt notori- 


| ous falſchoods in declaring that he was à ſervant 
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ſeat in ſubjection to another, and that the Father 
was greater than he, and the only true God, or 
Mr. D. mult deſerve the name of an innovator and 
idolater, in ſetting up an oppoſite object of divine 
adoration from the one ſupreme God of the Bible. 
Should Mr. D. object to the proof of theſe two 
reſpectahle witneſſes, and ſtill affirm, that when he 
worſhips the Meſſiah as ſovereign Deity, he is no 
idolater, but reveres the very ſame Being, and no 
other, which Moſes and the Prophets, Chriſt and 
his Diſciples did ; I would ſummon one more evi- 
dence againſt him, that has never yet been known 
to err, I mean, the univerſal voice of all mankind, 
Sophiſtry may ſubſtitute; a number of plauſible 
| terms about three perſons of different characters in 
one undivided eſſence to pervert the truth and pre- 
vent enquiry. - Superſtition may adopt a ſet of un- 
meaning and myſtical phraſes to recommend your 
notion for religion; and inattention and ignorance 
may lead many confidently to affirm that your ſyſ- 
tem is conſiſtent with plain revelation and the per- 
feftions of Jehovah. And from the pulpit or up- 
on paper, while nobody demands evidence, Mr. D. 
may poſitively aſſert, © That there is no inferiority, 
ſeparation or inequality, but a perfect oneneſs of 
operation and being between the Meſſiah and God 
his, Father who ſent him. But a man cannot be 
ſound capable of reflecting on the meaning of 
words, but what muſt know, that ſuch ſelf-evident 
nee. contradictions can never be recon- 
ciled 
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ciled with rational and divine truth. There is 
not a Trinitarian or Anti-trinitarian, Philoſopher 
or Peaſant, but muſt be certain that a dependent 
and independent, mutable and immutable being, 
that perſon who was the true Meſſiah and Mediator, 
ſent as ſervant to Almighty God, and his Father 
who ſent him, are two diſtinct, ſeparate and une- 
qual beings, and muſt claim a different and une- 
qual regard. No, Mr. D. cannot find one man, 
himſelf not excepted, who can believe what he has 
taken up his pen to defend, That the unchangeable 
Jehovah left his original greatneſs and became a 
ſervant, or that worſhipping God's meſſenger, the 
Meſſiah as Deity, is invoking the very ſame Being 
Chriſt ſaid was a ſimple ſpirit and the only true 
God. Not' until Mr. D. has proved, that a creature 
and the ſovereign Creator, a finite and infinite cha- 
racter are perfectly equal, is it poſſible for him to 
find a perſon who can credit what he has advanced 
to ſupport his ſyſtem for divine truth! If the one 
Almighty God of Chriſtians is the very ſame infi- 
nite immutable Jehovah revered by Old Teſtament 
ſaints, every man capable of reflecting on the mean- 
ing of words muſt know that he never was in fub- 
jection to another, as Chriſt declares he himſelf was. 
The inference that ſeems juſtly deducible from 
the foregoing remarks is, as you obſerve, © that the 
two ſyſtems referred to above cannot both be truc, 
becauſe one is in direct oppoſition to the language 
of Chriſt, the words of Mr. D. and the univerſal 
8 experience. 
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experience and knowledge of all mankind, and 
what no man living can believe to be true! For 
as you aſſert, That nobody who believes the Goſ- 
pel will deny that Chriſt was ſent as ſervant to 
Jehovah, ” therefore it muſt follow, that Mr. D. 
and all who worſhip the Meſſiah as Deity, are not. 
believers of the Goſpel, or are idolaters in paying 
divine adoration to him ; or, you muſt maintain that. 
the New Teſtament account of Chriſt is an impo- 
ſition, and that there never was ſuch a perſon ſent. 
as God's meſſenger the true Meſſiah, and that the 
inſpired writers never worſhipped the one true 

Theſe inferences, you will perceive, appear nei- 
ther forced or ſpurious, but to be the legitimate 
conſequence of your own repreſentation of the 
perſon you worſhip as Deity. There either was 
ſuch a being exiſted as the ſcriptures ſtile the 
Meſſiah, who was ſent as ſervant to the God of 
Iſrael, who acted as Mediator between him & man- 
kind or there was not? If there never was ſuch a 
perſon whofilled the office of Mediator as Jehovah's 
ſervant, then the New Teſtament Writers are miſ- 
taken & ought to be treated as impoſtors, & Mr. D 
may be right in worſhipping Chriſt as the God 


of Abraham, Iſaac and Jacob; but if there was a 
real Mediator and the Evangeliſts account of Jeſus. 
ok Nazareth be true, when Mr. D. invokes him as 
Deity, he muſt deſerve the name of an idolater, or 
language has no meaning! And when Chriſt and 

+ 2 
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nis apoſtles addreſſed his Father as a divine being 
they then worſhipped the one true God of Jews and 
Chriſtians or they did not? If they did not then 
call upon the only ſupreme God of all, it muſt be, 
as Mr. D. affirms, a very dangerous and pernicious 
error to follow their example. Bur if the Meſſiah 
and his diſciples who addreſſed the Father alone as 
their God, are numbered among the true worſhip- 
pers of Jehovah, thoſe who unite with Mr. P. in 
calling upon the Meſſiah as Deity, certainly do not 
then worſhip the God of the Bible, but one infe- 
rior to him, and what can ſuch devotion be called 
but idolatry ? 

To this reaſoning Mr. D. probably may reply 
in behalf of himſelf and brethren and ſay, You 
cannot ſuppoſe that we are ſo ignorant of the lan- 
guage of ſcripture as not to know that Chriſt is 
declared to be the true Meſſiah and the one Medi- 
ator between God and man. In this we perfectly 
agree with you and the ſacred oracles, and grant, 
that the Son of God in office was really inferior and 
ſeparate from his Father who ſent him. But to 
ſupport our opinions we profeſs to diſtinguiſh be- 
tween Chriſt's delegated power in his mediatorial 
character and his abſolute ſupremacy as Almighty 
God. As Meſſiah and Mediator he received his 
miſſion and all his authority from his Father, and 
then acted as his ſervant, though as the ſelf-exiſtent _ 
God we know that he was incapable of receiving 
any thing from another or changing his ſtation. 

H 2 We 
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We maintain that Chriſt actually ſuſtained both of. 
ices of Mediator and ſupreme governor, and yet 


that he ought always to be regarded as filling 


but one, It appears merely for want of under- 
ſtanding this wonderful method of diſtinguiſhing 
the character of Almighty God, that you will not 
aſſert with us, that the God of the Old Teſtament 
and the God of the New are two ditferent and op- 
poſite perſons and characters, one acting as ſervant 
and meſſenger | in ſubordination to the other ! = & 


, This 
— — —— ——— 


- 


9 The Rev. Mr, Gill a diſſcuting miniſter who reſides in 


the town where this is printed, lately preached a ſermon from 
A xx. 28. with a view to prove that Jeſus Chriſt was not 


that perſon whom the infallible writers declare was the true 


Meſſiah and Mediator ſent as a meſſenger by the God of Iſrael, 


but to be worſhipped as the only one ſupreme God of Jews 


and Chriſtians who was never in ſubje&ion to any, But al- 
though not one of his hearers capable of readipg their bible 
tuit knew that ſuch doctrine was expreſsly contrary to ſcripture 
& impoſßble to be true, yet by the help of the above forementi- 

oned diſtinction about the ſuppoſed oppoſite offices of Almighty 


Bod, he perſuaded moſt of his people to admire his antiſcrip- 


tural contradiftions as ſound divinity, and far preferable to the 
plain language of the Son of God. I can appeal to the con- 
gregation at Market- Harborongh who heard the ſermon, how- 
ever they applauded it, as a proof of what I ſay. There is 
not one of them ſo ignorant of God but to know, that it is 
_, paſitively contrary to revelation and his infinite perfections to 
aſſert, as Mr, Gill did, that he changed his character, or that 
Chriſt was not that prophet like unto Moſes whom God promiſ- 
ed and ſent to the Jewiſh nation. Yes, I will appeal to Mr. Gill 
Himſelf that he is conſcious he does not really believe what he 
1 5 affirmed 
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This brings to mind a. remark of the Reverend 
Mr. Brines, © Learn to diſtinguiſh well or you will 
CE — EE —— 
affirmed to be divine truth! No, I am perſuaded that he knows 
better, It is not the belief of Mr. Gill's heart, but only the 
words of his creed that he has learned of others that can de- 
clare Chriſt Jeſus is not the true Meffiah and our only Media- 
tor between us and our ſovereign Maker, or that can affirm 
the God of Chriſtians is a mutable ſubordinate being. When 
he uſes ſuch language to eſtabliſh his ſyſtem he certainly has 
no ſuch meaning! I have too high an opinion of Mr. Gill's 
piety and good ſenſe and that of his hearers as to ſuppoſe that 
they would intentionally join the infidel Jews in rejecting 
| Chriſt as an impoſtor not ſent of God, or unite with the 
ſelf-conceited Phariſees in diſcarding the mediation of the 
Meffiah, or coincide with the Deiſt in rejecting revelation as 
the only rule of faith and practice. This is u hat they would 


all difavow. And, notwithſtanding Mr. Gill inflruQed them 


to addreſs Chriſt as the one God of the Bible in their own 
names without any middle perſon between, they are all ſenſible 
and himſelf likewiſe that he never meant any ſuch thing, but 
always intends to direct them to pray quite cont» ary to what he 
ſaid !—- As Mr, Gill told me that he and his brethren believed 
that I was © deceived in worſhipping the Father alone as ſo- 
vereign Deity, and regarding Chriſt as the true Mefliah God's 
interior meſſenger and mediator between God and man, I 

would propoſe two or three queſtions to him, and with them 
to be diſcuſſed at the next miniſters* meeting at Harbireugh 
before the whole congregation. Ts it not a certain mark that 
there muſt be ſomething wrong in any ſyſtem of religion which 
requires a man to ſay that to ſupport it which Mr. Gill is o- 
bliged to do to eſtabliſh his ſcheme which is contrary to plain 
ſcripture and the infinite perfections of Jehovah, and what all 
mankind who ſuppoſe that there is but one ſupreme God know 


«- 
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modern pulpits he muſt firſt promiſe to teach the 
people that the one unchangeable Jehovah actually 
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never learn to preach well. For ſuch is the taſte 
of the preſent age, that in general a man is not ac- 
"counted fit to preach until he has learned to con- 
tradict himſelf and the ſcriptures in the ſame ſer- 
mon, and perſuade his hearers that he has authority 
for his conduct. It is an incontrovertible fa#, 
that before a man can be admitted into moſt of our 


— —ę—ũ ̃ — —— — —Di 
i impoſſible to be true? Is it not a reflection upon a people's 


Piety and underſtanding, to extol their miniſter for ſaying that 
of the Almighty God and his ſervant the Meſſiah that they are 


_ conſcious is directly oppoſite to divine truth and their own ideas 


of Deity? When any one affirms as Mr, Gill did to ſupport 
his favourite ſyſtem, that Chriſt was not a real ſervant and in- 


 ferior meſſenger ſent by the God of Moſes and the Prophets, 


but the only one ſupreme Jehovah himſelf who was never in 
ſubjeion to any, Do they not then attempt to make the Meſ- 


_ fiah and him that ſent him both notorious lyars? Is it not a 


diſgrace to the character of a miniſter of Chriſt to hold a man 
up to public contempt 2s a deceiver and an heretick as Mr. 
Gill and many others have done me, merely becauſe I would 
not join them in ſaying that of the infinite God and Chriſt 
Jeſus his ſervant the Mediator that is contrary to plain revela- 
tion, and which they all know is an abſolute falfiry ? Ought 
not the congregations at Harborough and every where elſe to 
ſhew their diſapprobation at the conduct of a man who at- 
tempts to impoſe upon their conſcience by changing the cha- 
rafter of the one Almighty God, and inſtructs them to break 
Chriſt's poſitive command, and entirely change the immediate 
object of divine worſhip he enjoined upon his diſciples, When 
ye pray, pray to the Father, who is a ſpirit, to a compound infe- 
rior Deity ? 


- 
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changed his character and ſtation from abſolute ſo- 
vereignty to a ſervant in ſubjection to another, and 
ſent himſelf to be Mefſiah and Mediator for his 
creatures, and confidently affirm that he can make 
all this appear rational and infallible truth, and. 
then declare that he really believes no ſuch doc- 
trine, and that will gain him the name of a very. 
conſiſtent Orthodox Preacher, who can quote chap- 
ter and verſe for all he ſays! ! 

But I muſt confeſs that I do not well ade 
your occult ſcience of diſtinguiſhing, multiplying 
and dividing an infinite being, where there can 
be no diſtinction, inequality or ſeparation, and of 
uniting thoſe natures, perſons and characters into 
one, which the infallible writers affirm are at an in- 
finite diſtance. Therefore at preſent I cannot con- 
clude with you, that the one true God of Chriſtians 
was ſent as a ſervant in ſubjection to the God of 
the Jews, or that the ſovereign God of all ſuſtains 
the twofold and oppoſite offices of meſſenger and 
ſender, mediator and ſupreme governor! 

But ſeriouſly, Good Sir, What in the name of 
common ſenſe can you Reverend Orthodox Gentle- 
men deſign by a delegated power & an inferior of-. 
fice in an infinite God ? or what can you intend by 
aſcribing abſolute ſovereignty and immutability to 
that being the apoſtles declare was rich and became 
poor, and would always remain in ſubjection to 
Jehovah? It appears as if you intended to bur- 
one the Scriptures and the character of Almighty: 

; God, 
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God, and inſult the human underſtanding with as 
great abſurdities as you could poſſibly invent ! ra- 
ther than give up your antiſcriptural notions, and 
believe and propagate plain bible truth. To grant 
as you are compelled from ſcripture evidence 
to do, that Chriſt's real character was a Miſſio- 
nary ſent as a ſervant and mediator between man 
and the ſovereign Governor of the world, and yet 
in almoſt every book which you print, and every 
ſermon that 'you preach, and in every prayer that 
you offer up to Deity you tell the world that this 
very perſon was never in a ſtate of inferiority or 
ſubjection to any, but claims ſupreme adoration as 
the one Almighty independent Jehovah, who St. 
James ſays is without any variableneſs or ſhadow 
of turning. I am perſuaded that if Mr. D. was 
to talk half ſo inconſiſtent upon any other ſubject 
he would ſoon be ſuſpected of idiotiſm or inſanity] 
For, as Dr. Waterland very juſtly remarks, Re- 
ligion is the only thing in the world wherein a man 
may diſpute the moſt certain and moſt indubitable 
proofs, and yet be allowed to be in his ſenſes.” 
Yes, and if Mr. D. was to write a book upon any 
other topic, and contend that the eternal God © left 
his original greatneſs and glory and became a ſer- 
vant” and that there was an ** oneneſs of operation 
and being between a ſervant and a ſovereign; a 
man and a God,” the public could not help con- 
_ cluding that he certainly was not in his right mind 
But while Mr. D. can perſuade people that he can 
diſtinguiſh where there is no difference, and unite 
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gether hal perſons and properties which the in- 
fallible writets affirm are at an infinite diſtance, I 
ſhall not wonder if he prevails with many to believe 
that when they worſhip a man they worſhip the one 
rue God, and when they invoke God's feryant the 
Meſſiah they really addreſs that very ſame” being 
who ſent him! Yet until Mr. D. has made quite 
plain his curious art of compounding, dividing; 
multiplying and diſtinguiſhing an infinite Being 
who is incapable of any compoſition, diviſion" or 
diſtinction, I muſt conclude that Mr. D. is an ad- 
vocate for chriſtian idolatry, or that there is ao one 
Almighty God ! | 

However ſhould Mr. D. withſtand the evidence 
of the forementioned impartial witneſſes, and ſay, 
that he can eaſily confute them all, and prove, con- 
trary to the language of Chriſt, his own ideas, of 
ſupreme Deity, and the univerſal voice of all man- 
kind, that the perſon who was Meſſiah and Me- 
diator was not an inferior being from the God of 
Moſes and the New Teſtament writers, but the only 
one true God and Father of Jews, Gentiles and 
Chriſtians, let him fairly do that, and I ſhall 
embrace his doctrine as divine truth, but until he 
has executed that arduous taſk, I muſt place him 
among the idolaters of the age, unleſs he will grant, 
. he aun one thing and means the contrary. 


" T remain, | 
Reverend Sia, 
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V. J. The belief of a ſact or an aſſent to a plain propoſition 
js an operation of the mind, fixed by the God of nature as 
immutably in the intelle& of mankind as the organs of the 
body, and as nature never produces eyes in the hands nor cars 
in the heels, no one could ever diſconcert the order of the o- 
peration of the underſtanding any more than change the bodily 
lenſes, or make men really belicve that to be true which they 
know to be abſolutely impoſſible and falſe! Genuine faith is 
always founded upon evidence, but to perſuade a man to cre- 
dit any thing for truth while he has clear evidence of the con- 
trary, is as abſurd and impracticable as attempting to compel 


bim to ſee with his fingers, and hear with his toes And all 


thoſe miniſters who require their hearers to believe that God's 

ſervant the Meſſiah is the one ſupreme Jehovah himſelf, appear 
to act as inconſiſtent and tyrannical as if they were to inſiſt 
upon them hearing with their thumbs and ſeeing with their feet, 
or, on their believing a known lie to be a plain truth! I think 
that we may affirm without preſumption, that the Almighty 


| could not make a rational creature capable of crediting ſuch 


palpable contradictions and impoſſibilities, becauſe it would 
imply that neither God nor man were poſſeſſed of the proper 


and” eſſential qualities of a moral and intelligent agent. Your 
popular ſcheme demands that reaſon, revelation, and the true 


character of the God of the Bible be entirely diſcarded before 
it is poſſible for an) man to admit that an infinite being can 
Auſtain the inferior offices of ſervant, mediator, &c. in ſubjec- 

"on to another! If in a few words we only contraſt the re- 
quiſitions of Triaitaffans with what the Almighty requires, to 

every impartial mind their oppoſite claims will appear a very 
ſerious affair, I am told by thoſe who profeſs to teach the 
world the only proper object of divine adoration, that the God 

of Chriſtians is a compound mutable being, and that I muſt 

addreſs a perſon as ſover-ign Deity who declares that he had a 

corporeal frame, and was ſent as a ſervant by the God of Iſrael, 

or be eternally loſt !=—— The God of Iſrael informs me in his 

word, 
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word, —— — and 
abſolutely independent and immutable, and commands me to 
invoke ſuch a perſon as alone Jehovah, and regard the Meſſiah 
only as his inferior meſſenger whom he ſent if I would gain his 
favour. The Almighty has given me faculties which reader me 
quite incapable of believing what himſelf and theſe teachers of 
chriſtianity both affirm to be true: Yea, ſuch is the conſtitu- 
tion of my nature, that I cannot help knowing but what the 
latter ſays is an egregious falſhood, and, what the Almighty 
God declares in direct oppoſition to them, to be incontrovertible 
truth, O! cruel dilemma! If I worſhip the Father alone as 
the one ſupreme God of all, and regard his Son as the true 
Meſſiah in ſubjection unto him, although I am certain from 
infallible teſtimony of being right, I then incur the terrible a - 
nathemas of moſt of our popular divines! and if I invoke the 
Meſſiah as ſovereign Deity according to their plan, I break 
the poſitive commands of Chriſt, violate my reaſon and con- 
ſcience, and know that I ſhall thereby highly offend my God! 
At one or the other of theſe tribunals.I am ſure of receiving 
a ſentence of very ſevere condemnation i Ye enemies of 
the Meſſiah's language and admirers of modern orthodoxy, 
Which of theſe two dreadful alternatives would you adviſe me 
to chooſe? Had I better leave myſelf in the hands of merci- 
leſs men, or fall in the hands of a merciful God? I can as 
ſoon ſuppoſe that I am tall enough to reach the ſeven ſtars 
with my right hand, or imagine that I have ſufficient power to 
create a world, as to believe what the Almighty declares of 
himſelf and the Meſſiah and what you affirm of them to be 
both equally true. Vea, I can as eaſily conclude that Adam 
made his creator, or that the infinite God has neither wiſdom 
nor power as not to know, thet if what is recorded in ſcripture 
of Jehovah and the Mediator is infallible truth what you relate 
of them muſt be a notorious falſity !-—— Which leads me to 
aſk you advocates for the worſhip of God's ſervant; If I con- 
ſent to affront my maker by diſcrediting his word to embrace 
* | ; 12 your 
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your opinions. with a view to regain your eſteem, Will you 
bear the blame at an impartial tribunal, and inſure unto me 
then the approbation of Chriſt and his Father? Whether it 
will be found to our honour and happineſs at the great judge- 
ment day to-believe and obey man rather than God, judge ye! 
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Leven V.. 
nab 5s Father of our tant pls gp 


is to be worſbipped as the only true ſupreme God 


of Chriſtians, or there is no one- infinite Deity 
revealed in the Bible who claims divine adoration. 
as the ſoverrign Almighty God of all. n _ 


— —————— 
RyverenD Sin, 


Jrg fl he 
has hes bee thts cardinal 
tween the advocates for worſhipping the Meſſiah, 
God's ſervant, as ſupreme. Deity, and the real. 
worſhippers of the only one true God of the Bible 
who ſent him, whoſe practice ought to have the 
preference ? As there is ſuch an eſſential difference 
in the characters of theſe two perſons, . and the 
ſcriptures declare that there is but one ſupreme 
God, ſuch e worſhippery: cannot t be 
right ! 

. evteibrects lake 
the prophet Elijah and the Prieſts of Baal, whoſe 
God was the Lord Jehovah, an appeal was made 
n * 
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the diſpute between you and Dr. P. is ſomewhat 
ſimilar, as we now diſclaim all pretences to infal- 
libility and miraculous power, we cannot pretend 
to determine the difference by ſuch means. Yet 
as you obſerve, The matter is © not about trifles, 
it being nothing leſs than an anſwer to this qveſ- 
tion; There is one Almighty Being revealed in the 
Bible to be worſhipped as the Chriſtians God or 
there is not ? As it appears of conſiderable import- 
ance, we muſt ſuppoſe that there is ſome certain 
data, if we can find it, by which we may decide 
on the truth or . falſchood of our opinions, or elſe 
it would be altogether in vain to enquire for infor- 
mation ; except we intended to confirm our ſenti- 
ments by ſuch kind of truth B. Taylor found in 
favour of infant Baptiſm, truth without evi- 
dence.” But this mode of proof I ſhall entirely 
diſclaim, and wiſh my readers may aſſent to 
what I advance, juſt in proportion to the evi 
dence T offer to ſupport it, and no furtner 
As the Doctrine of the Trinity is allowed not 
to be founded upon reaſon, but derived purely 
from revelation, the only way I know of to bring 
the controverſy to a final iſſue, is impartially to 
examine what the infallible writers plainly declare 
concerning the Meſſiah, and God his Father, who' 
ſent him; whether they affirm, that they are one 
and the ſame infinite Being, or entitled to a ſepa- 
firm the ſubject, I purpoſe to diſcuſs the four fol- 
lowing queſtions: Is there any ſuch being reveal- 
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ed in the ſcriptures as the God and Father of our 
Lord Jeſus Chriſt, who was worſhipped as ſupreme 
Deity ? Do the infallible writers found the unity 
of Jehovah on an oneneſs of nature or perſon? Is 
the God and Father of - Chriſt: repreſented 28 
one God or the whole of Deity, or only a third 
part of Jehovah? Do Chriſt. and his Apoſtles 
make uſe of ſuch language concerning the only 
one true God of all, as to exclude the Meſſiah and 

any other perſon from abſolute ſupreme Nabe, 

and aſcribe that to the Father alone??? 

To anſwer my firſt queſtion I need ſay but little, 
becauſe, notwithſtanding. the God and Father of 
our Lord Jeſus Chrſt is almoſt forgotten in many of 
your congregations, during the time of divine wor- 
ſhip, as if he was retired. from the world, or loſt 
his exiſtence ; and many are even deſpiſed for wor - 
ſhipping him as God; yet as I never heard of any 
ſe& of Chriſtians who in direct words ever denied 
that the Father ought to be addreſſed as ſupreme 
Deity, I may venture to aſſert it as an acknow- 
ledged truth by all, and ſhall have no further 
contention, with Mr, D. to prove the fact; but 
conclude that he believes with me, that hen Chriſt 
ſaid, When ye pray, pray to the Father, and ſeut 
that meſſage to his Diſciples, that he was about to 
aſcend to his Father and their Father, to his God 
and their God, there was actually fuch a Being ex- 
ſting that Chriſt and his followers worſhipped as 
the ſovereign, Jehovah, and proceed to the ſolution 
of my ſecond queſtion propoſed. | | 
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upon an oneneſs of nature or perſon? As the ſcrip- 
tures declare in the moſt poſitive manner, that 
there is but one ſupreme God, granting that the 
God and Father of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt was wor- 
Hipped as Deiry, is ſynonimous with ſaying that 
he is the only true God; for certainly he is one 
God, and as there is no more, to aſk whether he 
alone is Jehovah, is like enquiring whether one is 
not really more than one, But as Eccleſiaftics 
have perplexed the ſubject with a number of un- 
meaning myſtical antiſcriptural terms, about three 
oppoſite characters in one undivided eſſence, and 
found a triune, three one god- man Mediator as 
Deity, it ſeems: neceſſary to purſue the enquiry a 


lrtle further on this ground; ORR gore 


foundation of the unity of God ? © 
"However confident men are upon this ſubject 


that they are right, there certainly is a material 


pow between addrefling only one perſon who 
is ſupreme Governor of the world as Deity, 
and the Meffiah, who declared that he was his ſer- 
"vant. I have often thought it a ſign of great ar- 
rogance or ignorance in hearing many of your 
Miniſters impoſe their unintelligiblè phraſes as di- 
vine law, as though they were juſt coined in 
Heaven. As if a little {kill in grammar and lo- 


Sic, and the office of a prieft, authoriſed them to 


pervert and diſcard the language of the 'Meffiah, 


and chauge the nature, perſon and character of 
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Almighty God into whatevet form a wild imagi- 

nation might conjecture, and we were obliged to 
credit their confidential aſſertions before the decla- 
rations of the Son of God, To be ſure you have 
left out of your book moſt of the common and fa- 
vourite terms, ſuch as !riune, trinity, god-man medi- 
ator, c. as if you ſuppoſed that they had cumbered 
our libraries and degraded the character of the God 
of the Bible long enough. Bur as you wiſh to be 
thought an advocate for the ſame docttine, you 
have ſubſtituted ſome in their room equally as vague 
and ab/urd. When you talk of an © oneneſs of o- 
peration, character and being between the Media- 
tor God's ſervant and Jehovah, you never could 
deſign to have any meaning, or intend to convey 
any to others, Though you profeſs to diſown a 
ſubſcription to the Athanaſius creed, yet you can't 
make one freer from abſurdities and contradictions 
on the ſubje&t! In whatever form you dreſs up 
human traditions, they will not appear to an im- 
partial mind perfectly like unto divine truth, 
One perſon will always be leſs than three, and 
three will be always more than one. After all the 
ſophiftry of the ſchools and the fuperſtition of 
Eccleſiaſtics to make Chriſt and his Father one 
being, a ſervant and ſovereign, a meſſenger and 
ſender, a mediator and ſupreme governor, will al- 
ways remain two unequal and ſeparate exiſtences 
ſo long as words have any meaning ! 


\ But 
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But that the ſacred writers did not ſound the u- 
nity of Deity on your ſuppoſed oneneſs of being, 
between the Meſſiah and his Father, appears evi- 
dent from their language. As the peculiar modus 
of the divine exiſtence is to mortals quite income 
prehenſible, that could not be the ſubje& of reve- 
lation. The ſimple abſtract eſſence of Jehovah 
could neither be the object of our veneration or 
eſteem, but his perſonal and relative properties of 
Governor, Father, and Friend. And his ſingular 
perſonality can be the only foundation of the re- 
ality and unity of his Being, and the only ground 
for the exerciſe of a proper moral regard towards 
him, as the only one ſelf-exiſtent God. According- 
ly we find, that whenever the inſpired writers men- 
tion the one God of all, they always conne the 
perſon of the Father alone as the only one ſupreme 
Jehovah. Ir is plain that they knew nothing of 
your ſecond or third divine perſons, becauſe they 
invariably ſtiled that being they worſhipped ex- 
cluſively as Deity, by the appellation of God the 
Father, and the one God and Father of all. As 
their maſter Jeſus had expreſsly commanded them 
when they prayed, to pray to the Father; and in- 
formed them, that the only true worſhippers of 
Almighty God worſhipped him alone who was a 
ſpirit, they could find no place in their Deity for a 
God the Son, or a God the Holy Ghoſt, or a god- 
man. Neither triune, trinity, incarnate, com- 
pound or any ſuch epithets would apply to the 

Deity 


* 
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Deity of primitive Chriſtians. Theſe names have 
been invented fince, when men grew wiſe above 
chat is written; for they are as oppoſite to the one 
God of the Bible, as Baal, Dagon, or Diana! 
According to the old teſtament prophets' deſcrip- 
tion of the God of Iſrael, The Lord their God, 
the only true God of Chriſtians, was one Lord, 
and his name, nature, perſon and character were 
one, even the Father, | | 
If the language of Chriſt is to be credited before 
human creeds, your ſuppoſed meditation or incar- 
nation of the God of IIrael had not then taken 
place, becauſe there was no compoſition or 3 
rity in that being he worſhipped and taught his diſ- 
ciples to worſhip as the only true God of all. 
Chriſt declared that the Almighty had no human 
nature then, but was a ſpirit, or a pure intelligent 
agent at an infinite diſtance from all others. And 
we find as a further proof that the Apoſtles founded 
the divine unity upon his ſingle perſonality, that 
they invariably addreſs Jehovah in the Singular 
number, thou, thy, thine, &c. which undoubtedly 
muſt imply but one perſon if words have any mean- 
ing, If a trinity of perſons had been eſſential to 
Deity, the God of Chriſtians could never have been 
repreſented as any thing leſs, and every petition, 
thankſgiving or doxology recorded in the Bible 
muſt have been in the plural number, to a triune 
God, for three are always m re than one, Bit 
how ſtrange upon your principles that we ſhould 
find the ſcriptures quite the contrary. The apoſtles 
K 2 bowed 
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bowed their knees to the God and Father of dur 


Lord Jeſus Chriſt, and affirm that of him, (not 
them) and to him and through him are all things. 
To whom they aſcribed the glory of abſolute ſupre- 
macy in all the churches by Chriſt Jeſus. If the 
Father was not the only ſupreme God, their con- 
duct muſt be ſuperſtition and idolatry in not wor- 
ſhipping the true God of modern Chriſtians, but 
if they were right, your practice muſt deſerve that 
name! 

Another evidence from the infallible writers, 
that they did not found the unity of Deity upon the 
oneneſs of nature, operation and character of Chriſt 
and his. Father, we learn from their repreſenting 
their properties, actions and characters in direct 
oppoſition to each other. Inſtead of uniting them 
together after your manner as god-man mediator, 
man- god governor, triune incarnate Deity, &c. 
they afficm that they are two quite diſtin, oppo- 
ſite and unequal beings. One as God the Father of 
all, and one Mediator the man Chriſt Jeſus. One 
as a ſervant who would always remain in ſubjection, 
and the other as ſovereign God who never changed 
his ſtation or character. To unite a Mediator and 
ſupreme Governor, a finite and infinite character 
into one and the ſame being was too hard a taſt for 
inſpired men! Their maſter was not ſuch a tyrant 
as to command ſuch ab/urdities and impaſſibilities 
though many of his followers have, and even con- 
ſigned all over to perdition who refuſed to execute 
ſuch 


' 
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ſuch a work! But after all that has been ſaid to 
compound the nature, and divide and multiply 
and change the perſon and character of the one 
Almighty God, it remains a. bible, a, that the 
infallible writers founded the unity of Jehovah up 
on an oneneſs of per/on, even the Father, and de- 
clared that Chriſt was not his equal but his inferior 
meſſenger whom he ſent. r 
An anſwer to my third queſtion will confirm the 
ſame doctrine as divine truth, which was, Is the 
God and Father of Chriſt repreſented as one ſu- 
preme Being, or the whole of the God of Chriſti- 
ans, or only a third part? | Eyery perſon who un- 
derſtands the meaning of words is certain, that 
one is but a third part of the number of three, and 
that if it requires three coequal perſons to execute 
any work, one of them alone cannot be the whols . 
number. Therefore if there are three diſtinct per- 
ſons neceſſary to worſhip as Deity, to invoke any 
one of them alone, cannot be worſhipping the 
true God, but only a third part. But from what 
I have already advanced on the uniry of the perſon, 
of the Father as alone ſupreme, it is evident that 
Chriſt and his apoſtles believed that the Father was 
the whole of that infinite Being who claimed divine 
adoration, becauſe they invoked him as ſovereign 
Deity. As we can only learn from the language. | 
of Trinitarians, that they deſign to worſhip more. 
perſons than the Father, fo we can only know 
that the inſpired. writers neyer intended to addreſs 
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ing, that the ſacred writers aſcribe all thoſe eſſential 


70 Lerrex IV. 


any other perſon but the Father as their God, be- 
cauſe they always mention him as alone ſupreme. 


But this will appear yet more evident by obſerv- 


of Jehovah invariable to the Father a- 
lone, and repreſent the Meſſiah in an inferior ſtati- 
on and character. When we read the Bible to 
know who we are to worſhip as the one living and 
true God, we ought to keep this principle in our 
minds as a certain criterion to determine the pro- 
per object, that every perſon and character which is 
not excluſively and always repreſented as abſolute · 
ly infinite, cannot be the God of Chriſtians. And 
we likewiſe ought to cgnclude, that whenever we 
find any one being who always claims the ſole right 
of abſolute ſovereignty and immutability, he alone 
is Jehovah and none beſides, And as theſe pro- 
perties are invariably declared in ſcripture to be- 
long to the God and Father of our Lord Jeſus 
Chriſt and to no other, we have juſt the ſame rea- 
ſon to conclude that he alone is Jehovah, as that 
there is any oge ſupreme God at all ! 

If there had been an oneneſs of nature, operati- 
on and character in Chriſt and his Father as you 
affirm, they muſt have been repreſented as copart- 
ners in mediation as well as coequals in govern- 
ment, If the ſame infinite Being fills both offices 
according to your ſcheme, the Father muſt be re- 
garded as much the one mediator, as the Son a- 
dored as the one Almighty Governor. But this 

| you 
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you never contend for, though you ought to do 
to be conſiſtent. You can gravely tell us that 


Chriſt is inferior to his Father, though you contend 
that he ought always to be regarded as abſolutely 
ſupreme, but you would be aſhamed to ſay that 
the God and Father of Chriſt ſuſtained any lower 
office than ſovereign Governor of the world. And 
yet there is no more inconſiſtency in ſaying that 
the infinite Father of all was a ſervant in ſubjeftion 
than an infinite Son ; the abſurdity is as notorious 
in one as the other, only - cuſtom has reconciled 
people's ears to the ſound of god-man mediator, 
&c. though they would be ſhocked to hear you 
ſay a father-man mediator, or that the Father of 
Chriſt was the true Meſſiah ſent by his Son, which 
is quite as good ſenſe and ſound divinity, as to ſay. 
as you do, that the Meſſiah and Mediator is the 
only one God of all who came himſelf, or that the 
Deity of Chriſtians is a perſon who was ſervant 

to the God of Iſrael | 
But ſeriouſly, Sir, notwithſtanding you have writ- 
ten a book to perſuade mankind to worſhip the 
Meſſiah God's ſervant as ſupreme Deity, and that 
there is no inferiority, inequality, or ſeparation 
between him and his Father who ſent him, but a 
perfe& oneneſs of operation and being,” I cannot 
think that your piety and good ſenſe will allow you 
to believe that what you have written is divine 
and rational truth. It is a plain dictate of right 
reaſon as well as a poſitive doctrine of revelation 
that 
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that there can be no ſubordination, inferiority or 
diverſity in an infinite God. All diverſity of exiſt- 
ence, ſituation and character you muſt be ſenſible 

are founded upon a real diſtance, diſſimilitude and 
difimilarity ; and that all changes of nature and 
ſtation, or inferiority of office muſt flow, either 
from internal defect or from the influence of a ſu- 
perior cauſe; Such a diſtinction and inequality is 
quite incompatible with infinite unity and abſolute 
ſovereignty, and therefore cannot be predicated of 
the God 'of the Bible. And on this foundation 
alone the infallible writers maintain the meſſiahſhip 
and mediation of ' Chriſt as Jehovah's ſervant, and 
the excluſive ſupremacy of his Father above him 
as the only one Almighty God. And if the ſubor- 
dinate offices of the Meſſiah are a reality, his God- 
head muſt be a f#ion ; becauſe theſe imply de- 
pendence and mutation, and a ſeparate and inferior 
ſtation from ſovereign Deity. For, to imperfect 
creatures alone, it belongs to grow and improve, 
to admit of any addition, diminution or change 
which is the real ſcripture character of the Son of 
God. But as the exiſtence of Jehovah was deri- 


ved from no prior cauſe or depends on any thing 


without himſelf,” nis being can be influenced by 
no higher power or affected by any accident, nor 
admit of the le-ſt variation. From the infinity of 
his nature and perfections he muſt always remain 
the ſame. And the God and Father of our Lord 
Jeſus Chriſt, who St. James declares is without 


any 
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any variableneſs or ſhadow of turning, is alone 
the only God of Chriſtians, or the whole of ſupreme 
Deity, or we can find no one God in the Bible. 

If what the infallible writers declare concerning 
the Meſſiah and him that ſent him does not de- 
monſtrate that they are t /o diſtin, ſeparate and 
unequal beings, I think that I may without arro- 
gance challenge Mr. D. or any other man to find 
words to prove there ever was a creature and a Cre- 
ator exiſting in the world. It is as evident that 
Chriſt affirmed that he had a God above him whoſe 
ſervant he was, as that he ever mentioned himſelf 
or any God at all! And without irreverence I may 
aſſert that the Almighty cannot require any man 
to believe that himſelf and his meſſenger are one 
and the fame infinite Being, becauſe, if what Chriſt 
ſays is true, that would be to require them to be- 
lieve a lie! Aad Mr. D. muſt either maintain that 
the Meſſiah could not ſpeak the truth when he ſaid 
that he did not know the day of judgment, nor come 
of himſelf to do his own will but the will of him that 
ſent him, and that his Father was greater than he, 
and the only true God, and that the true worſhip- 
pers of Jehovah worſhipped the Father, or ac- 
knowledge that it is idolatry to worſhip God's be- 
loved Son as ſupreme Deity ; this will further ap- 
pear plain by diſcuſſing the laſt queſtion propoſed. 

Do Chriſt and his apoſtles make uſe of ſuch 
language concerning the only one true God 
of all, as to exclude the Meſſiah and any o- 
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ther perſon from abſolute ſupreme Divinity and 
aſcribe that to the Father alone? A miniſter 
of -my acquaintance lately contending with me 
for a trinity of perſons in Deity obſerved, 
*that we did not know but the Almighty might 
exiſt in three hundred perſons” —— Granted, -—— 
We do not know that there are three hundred per- 
ſons ſupreme Gods, nor yet three, but we are cer- 
tain if the ſcriptures are true, that there is no 
more than one! You affirm, that you © ſuppoſe 
the apoſtles believed in your notions of a trinity 
in unity; but I ſuppoſe the contrary, and for this 
plain reaſon, becauſe they never ſay ſo, but declare 
the reverſe. Notwithſtanding they mention Father, 
Son and Spirit together in about forty paſſages, 
they never once ſtile them one God. This ſeems 
to be a ſelf-evident proof that they were not Tri- 
nitarians, for had they deſigned to have eftabliſhed 
your doctrine, then, if ever, we may depend upon 
their noticing it. But their entire ſilence on the 
ſubject, and poſitively declaring the contrary, au- 
thoriſes us to conclude that your Father, Son and 
Spirit as Executor, Mediator and ſupreme Go- 
vernor were not their Deity. Triunes and Tri- 
nities, &c. have been found out ſince,“ for thoſe 
names will not apply to the one God of the Bible. 
| FE 
A miniſter who reſides near me, when lately baptizing a 
a neighbour's child, found a trinity of perſons in Deity in the 
form of words for baptiſm, and called it plain bible truth. But 


he knows that the ſacred text declares no ſuch doctrine. How 
then 
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What if Mr. D. was to affirm that there is But 
one man whom the ſacred writers declare was the 


the parent of the whole human race, and only one 
even Adam who was the Father of us all; and 1 


i that he deſigned to prove by ſuch lan- 


guage that there were ſeveral perſons created with 
him as heads of our ſpecies: Would not he ſup- 
poſe that I talked very abſurdly, and have reaſon 
to conclude that I muſt be entirely ignorant of the 
meaning of words, or reflefted upon the language 
of ſcripture? And yet, ſuch unwarrantable liber- 
ties do Mr. D. and many others take with the 
plain words of revelation to ſupport an human 
ſyſtem of religion, or the worſhip of God's Son 
the Meſſiah as ſupreme Deity! Chriſt and his 
Apoſtles poſitively declare, that there is but one 
perſon, even the Father, the only true God of all; 
and they mention the word even the Father, about 
twenty times, as a kind of double affirmation that 
he alone is Almighty God. Now there are no 
words to be found in all the Engliſh language 
| L 2 that 
—  _ _ ————————_— 
then it will be aſked could he prove it bible truth? This was 
very eaſily done, by only making a little additiok to the words 
of ſcripture, and adding his confidence to confirm it, and it 
paſſed with himſelf and the ſpectators for demonſtration! 1 
baptize thee (ſaid he) in the name of the Father and of the 
Son and of the Holy Ghoſt, as the one God, This improve- 


ment and addition to the words of Chriſt made it all very plain. 
But I enquire What authority he had for perverting the ſcrip- 


tures, and who gave him ſuch authority ? 


| 


that can more evidently prove that the Bible wri- 
ters knew but of one perſon as ſupreme Deity ; and 
yet Mr. D. writes a book to perſuade mankind 
that thoſe plain words, hut only one true God, even 
the Father, have no kind of meaning ; for he can 
demonſtrate, contrary to their declarations, that the 
God of Chriſtians is quite another kind of being; 
and that there is no one God and Father of all, as 
thegfacred oracles plainly declare 

It appears, that to ſupport your ſcheme, we 
muſt learn to read our bibles backwards ; that is, 
whenever the infallible writers ſay one thing, we 
muſt underſtand. them to mean the contrary, and 
we are ſure to be right! What if I wanted to 
prove to Mr. D. that the Almighty created but one 
man, even Adam, as the progenitor of mankind, 
and that this man had two ſons ; and was to inſiſt 
upon it that wheneyerAdam's name was mentioned 
we ought to conclude that he was nat the common 
Father of all, but wherever Cain and Abel were 
noticed, if we concluded that they were the only 
firſt man, we were ſure then not to be miſtaken. 
This you would no doubt call abſurdity with a 
witneſs | And yet ſuch groſs abſurdities is Mr. D. 
obliged to advance on the language of ſcripture 
ta ſupport his ſcheme! The inſpired penmen as 1 
before obſeryed mention Father, Son and Spirit 
together about forty times, but never once ſtile 
them the one God, yet ſays Mr. D. if we do but 
politively conclude e are the only one God 


of 


of Chriſtians, we are certain that is divine trurh ! 
The Meſſiah is noticed more than three hundred 
times as an inferior and ſeparate being from Deity, 
yet affirms Mr. D. we are ſure to be right if we do 
but maintain that there is not the leaſt inferiority in 
his nature and character from the Almighty. Al- 
though Chriſt is ſo repeatedly declared to be God's 
meſſenger, and his Father in many hundreds of 
paſſages called the only one true God ef all; ve 
ought not from thence declares Mr. D. even to 
ſuppoſe that the Father is the one God of Chriſtians, 
if we do then we fall into Dr. P's pernicious errors; 
but if we only hold faſt this as a truth, that the 
Meſſiah was not a ſervant in ſubjection to any, 
but wherever his name is mentioned we do but con - 
clude that he is the only one Almighty Jehovah we 
are certain of being applauded. In fine, ſays 
Mr. D. „I can put yau in a ſaſe plan to find out 
who you are to worſhip as the Almighty God, 
Wherever the name of the only one true God and 
and Father of all is expreſsly mentioned, you muſt 
be ſure to conclude that it is not the God of the 
Bible, but if you do but infer that the Meſſiah is 
the only one ſovereign Deity, although the ſerip- 
tures never once affirm any ſuch thing but declares 
the contrary, you are ſure to be approved of God 
and man as a ſincere Chriſtian and a ſound critic,F” . 

| mm 
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+ A all thoſe who attempt to perſuade mankind to wore | 
ſhip God's ſervant, the rials, are obliged to teach them to 
read 


in 
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But as you very juſtly obſerve, © it becomes every 
Chriſtian to examine well before he- embraces a ſy- 
ſtem. that requires ſuch a method to ſupport it? 

« For, the Bible as you ſomewhere remark is the 
ſtrangeſt hook in the world, and the writers have 
made uſe of ſuch language which has expoſed their 
readers to error in all after ages.” If your noti- 
ons are true, to credit the infallible teſtimony. con 
cerping the only one Almighty God and his ſervant 
ds; pee be miſtaken! For 

* Unitarians. | 


rend their Bibles backwards, as well as affirm what themſelves 
can't credit for truth, or they could not prevail with any to 
, call their doctrine divine, It might not be amiſs to remind the 
advocates for ſuch practices, of a remark of Mr, Seldons, 
«Thoſe Clergymen (ſays he,) who aſſectionately require us to 
believe againſt our own reaſon, reſemble the woman who re- 
quired her huſband to believe her againſt his own eyes: What! 
ſaid ſhe, will ye believe your own eye-ſight rather than your 
own dear wife's?” And what! ſays the orthodox Miniſter, - 
will you dare to believe a word of truth in the language of 
ſcripture, about the in/eriority and ſeparation of Chriſt to ſu- | 
preme Deity, when I can prove by inferential reaſoning, di- 
realy the contrary, that they are perfectly equal, one and the 
ſame infinite being. Surely you ought to credit my inferences 
for infallible truth, when I ſay, that the Meſſiah is the only 
one Almighty God who came himſelf before Chriſt's plain 
words ; and then you will find no difficulty in ſhutting your 
own eyes and ſeeing with mine, when you read that the Son of 
God declares quite the reverſe, But would it not be as proper 
and ſafe for every man to read his Bible with his own eyes, for 
fear ſome of theſe good men ſhould not happen to have infal- 
 lible eye-fight ; and in learning thus to read the ſcriptures 
backwards, we ſhould be inſenſibly led into a fatal deluſion ! 
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er Unitaria as you ſay Chriſt and his apoſtles un- 
doubtedly were. But it is plain from their lan- 
guage that they were as great ſtrangers to y0ur no- 
tions of Unitarianiſm as the doctrine of Tranfub- 
ſtantiation. A triune, mutable, ſubordinate, 
god- man Mediator was not the one ſupreme Deity 
they worſhipped, if they are to be credited as HO. 
neſt men. A queſtion you ſome where propoſe is 
deſerving your notice, How came they all to be : 
of one mind” on this ſubject? It appears a if ? 
they had concerted together on purpoſe to confute 
your notions and eſtabliſh Dr. P's pernicious error 
of worſhipping the Father alone as ſovereign God. 
Upon many other topics in Theology there is ſome 
variation in their language ; . but on the unity of 
the perſon of Deity they perfectly coincide. Moſes 
and the Prophets, Chriſt and his Apoſtles, as with 
one united voice declare, To us there is but one 
perfon fupreme God even the Father of all who is 
above all. The Lord their God was one Lord and 
his nature, name and character wereone. If we aſk e- 
very ſincere worſhipper of Almighty God recorded 
inthe Bible, whether Jew, Gentile, Chriſtiah, Bar- 
barian or Scythian, bond or free, they will all Af. 
firm with the Son of God that the only true wor- 
Mippers of Jehovah worſhip the Father who is a 
Spirit. This was the uniform language of their 
creed, and their univerſal praQtice as we are in- 
formed from infallible teſtimony. © 
It not only becomes every Chriſtian to examine 
well before he embraces a ſyſtem that requires ſuch a 
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| method as your's does tb ſupport it, but it appears 


highly becoming every teacher of chriſtianity to op- 
poſe and deteſt ſuch praftices as, diſgraceful to the 
character of a Miniſter of Chriſt, & highly diſho- 

nourabletothe Meſſiah, and God his Father who ſent 
him For perverting and diſcarding the plain lan- 
guage of Chriſt to eſtabliſh the worſhip of a Deity of 
quite different and oppoſite properties and charafter 
from that being he taught his Diſciples to addreſs as 
their God in his name, is inſulting the authority 
of the Son of God, and proclaiming themſelves 
wiſer than him and his Father! Of all the abſurd 
ſyſtems of religion in the world, there are none 
that appear more evidently to make the God of 
truth and the Meſſiah his ſervant both /yars, than 
thoſe who with you maintain, that they are one and 
the ſame infinite Being ! If there are any practices 
that ought to be reprobated and execrated by Chri- - 
ſtians as anti-chriſtian and impious they are ſuch 
as your's which entirely ſet aſide the only preſcrip- 
tive form. of worſhipping Almighty God in the 
Bible enjoined by Jeſus Chriſt, and introduce an- 
other kind of Deity, and thereby rob the one ſu- 
preme Jehoyah of his underived, unalienable and 
9 4 5 prerogative | If there is any one ſen- 


timent which proteſtants ought to be aſhamed of 
maintaining and ſhew their diſapprobation more 


than another, it is paying divine adoration to God's 
ſervant the Meſſiah a creature, which Chriſt declar- 
ed was excluſively due to Almighty God his Father, 
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the only one ſovereign Governor and Creator of all | 
Therefore, either the God and Father of our Lord 
Jeſus Chriſt is to be worſhipped as the only true 
God of Chriſtians, or, there is no one infinite Deity 
neee Wann 
proved. 
And, 0 confi the ige of theſe leren, you | 
will perceive, that I have not collected my evi- 
dence from. the reveries of the Fathers, the myſtics 
of Enthuſiaſtics, or the metaphyſics of the Schools, 
but have followed your directions, “a to 
ſcripture falls, that cannot be denied,” however 
diſliked or oppoſed. And with two more incon- 
trovertible facts, as inferences from the whole, I 
will cloſe this letter. One plain truth that I'ſhall 
mention is, that under a pretence of honouring 
the Son of God, Mr. D. has not only diſhonoured 
and degraded the character of the only true God 
and Jeſus the Meſſiah, but where his notions are 
admitted for truth, and realized, he has deprived 
the world of any one ſupreme Governor, Father, 
and God, as their guardian and friend! For all 
thoſe who worſhip God's ſervant as Deity, and diſ- 
own with you, that the God and Father of Chriſt 
is alone the Almighty Jehovah the real import of 
their creed is, wwe bave no one ſovereign God! The 
other fact that I ſhall now notice is as follows ; 
That if words have any meaning, wherever divine - 
adoration is paid to God's meſſenger, the Meſſiah, 
a mutable being, who was mediator between man 

= M and 


82 ITI IV. 


and his maker, Paul's inſcription. found upon the 
Athenian Altars is applicable to ſuch devotion, To 
the unknown God, For a being of two oppoſite 
natures and characters, who ated as a ſervant in 
ſubordination to another, is not that one God re- 
vealed in the Bible, who never changes; whom 
the Meſſiah worſhipped, and taught his Diſciples 
to pray unto, as his Father and their Father, his 
God and their God——— And whether the infe- 
rence the Apoſtle drew 'on the Athenian idolatry 
«whom ye ignorantly worſhip, '' is applicable to 
your practice, I will leave with you-and an impar- 
tial N to-dntetiinine, 


| 1 remain, 
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Iba. will 1155 exculpate Trinitarian Chriftians 
DI from the charge of Idolatry ? 


REeveREND SIR, 


», 


© _ © However different your 
views of the perſon of Chriſt may be from mine, 
I doubt not but you will agree with me when I 
affirm, that the ſubſtance of that religion the Meſſiah 
enjoined upon mankind is contained in his plain 
exhortation, Render to all their. dues; and that a 
violation of his rule is a tranſgreſſion of the laws 
of Chriſtianity. 

It is a plain diate of right reaſon as well as a 
politive doctrine of revelation, that there is a com- 
parative ditterent regard due to created intelligences 
in proportion to their real dignity and moral worth 
in the ſcale of beings. But as the diſtance between 
all created exiſtences and Jehovah is infinite, we 
eannot worſhip the higheſt of his ſervants as ſu - 
preme, without robbing him of his excluſive pre- 
rogative, and being guilty of idolatry. This ſen- 
timent is granted to be divine truth by all Chri- 

ſtians. M 2 If 
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Ik you allow the ſcriptures to have any mean- 
ing, you muſt grant they expreſsly declare that 
the perſon of the Meſſiah whom you recommend 
to be worſhipped as Deity was a meſſenger ſent as 
a ſervant to the God of Iſrael, and a ſeparate and 
inferior being from him. Indeed this is what you 
have aſſerted in your publication. Therefore if 
your own words were deſigned to mean any thing, 
you muſt be an advocate for idolatry if we are to 
judge from what you have written. 

But as I wiſh to follow Chriſt's injunction, to 
render to all their dues as it reſpects both God and 
man, 1 would offer a few further remarks by way 
of explaining the nature of Chriſtian 1do/atry, 
| As I defire to put the beſt conſtruction that truth 
will afford on every man's principles and conduct; 
and as my principal deſign in writing the prece- 
ding letters was to deſtroy bigotry and unite all ſin- 
cere Chriſtians in a more cordial and fraternal bond, 
it ſeems proper to make two or three explanatory 
obſervations on what 1 have written, leſt ſome 
ſhould miſunderſtand my meaning, and thereby 
widen the differences among profeſſors inſtead of 
reconciling them, and defeat my end. + 
He it then obſerved, that the firſt objective ground 
of ſincere regard I diſcovered towards divine truth, 
Chriſtians and the Almighty God, was real moral 
excellency ; and although I have often ſeen reaſon 
to change my views of ſome things, from that rule 
I do not know that I have ever yet deviated. Ex- 

| perience 
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perience has taught me that men may be very warm 
advocates for the pureſt creed who live the moſt 
immoral lives ; and others may hold many errone- 
ous opinions and yet be very worthy cliaracters. 
This has led me more and more to eſteem profeſ- 
| fors of Chriſtianity, not by their ſpeculative noti- 
ons but from their genuine morality. Therefore 
J do not conſider your differing in ſentiments from 
me on this ſubje& as entitling you to any leſs re- 
ſpect as a Chriſtian merely on that account. Al- 
though I have no doubt but your tenets are contra- 
ry to reaſon and revelation, while, you continue to 
manifeſt a Chriſt-like diſpoſition, - I ſhall claſs you 
among the excellent of the earth, in whoſe friend- 
ſhip I ſhould take greater delight than in thoſe who 
might perfectly agree with me in opinions, if they 
diſcovered leſs of the true chriſtian ſpirit 10 * 
haviour. Eff 
+ . Notwithſtanding I as much believe that W 
Jeſus of Nazareth, a man approved of God, with 
Jehovah to worſhip as ſupreme Deity is a ſpecies 
of idolatry as Aaron's erecting the golden calf, yet 
I apprehend that it is of a very different kind from 
the heathen idolatry which the Iſraelites were fo 
ſeverely cenſured in ſcripture for falling into. 
That was from an obſtinate contempt and oppoſi= 
tion of Almighty God, and a pr to give that 
glory to a creature which Jehovah claimed as his 
excluſive prerogative. © But your manner of wor- 
ſhip appears to ariſe from a wrong education, and 

not 


. 3 
not ſrom any evil bias of heart, or diſlike to the 
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dignity. and government of the one Jehovah. 
For although you make a very great addition to 
the only ſupreme God of the Bible, and actually 
addreſs a perſon as Deity of quite an oppoſite na- 
ture and character from him; yet as you intend to 
worſhip the ſame infinite Being Chriſt and his 
Apaſtles did as your God, in the ſight of him who 
judges and approves of the practices of men, not 
by their ſpeculative opinions but according to the 
| ſincerity of their hearts; your conduct undoubtedly 
is much Jeſs criminal than the deſcendants of Abra- 
ham worſhipping a graven image, although it may 
not be altogether innocent as you affirm? _ 

I am aware that it will be urged by many of 
your ſentiments, that you never once thought your- 
ſelves _ idolaters. But if what men think of their 
own conduct will exculpate them in this matter, 
it will follow, that there never was ſuch a perſon as 
an idolater in the world, for the moſt ſuperſtitious 
may clear themſelves on this ground by ſaying, 
that they are perſuaded that the object which they 
invoke is divine. The great confidence which 
you may have that your opinions are right is no 
more a certain evidence that they are ſo than the 
poſitivity of a bigotted Papiſt or an ignorant Pa- 
gan, Tou will not take other people's word on 
this ground as a confirmation of the truth of their 
ſentiments, and why ſhould you ſuppoſe the public 
3 you? As you actually declare 

that 


that you addreſs the ſovereign God and a Man his 
ſervant, a creature and the Creator as Deity, your 
not 1 enen en 
charge. g 
Sometimes a ee forip 
ture language or infallible example, has been un 
innocent means of leading into error; but you 
cannot alledge this in favour of your conduct; 
not a ſingle paſſage, precept or precedent can you 
find in the Bible where it is affirmed that 'Father, 
| Son and Spirit are on- God, or were ever worſhip. 
ped as the only true Jehovah, And you mut 
know that the ſound of ſcripture language is di. 
rectly againſt your opinions: it is ſaid there is but 
one God, the Father, who is above all. Another 
thing which may leſſen" the criminality of our miſ 
takes is, when the law of legiſlation is not plain 
and explicit: But this plea you can by no mean 
offer, becauſe Chriſt is as particular and expreſs in 
mentioning the Father alone to addreſs as God in 
his preſcriptive'forny of prayer, as he is in noticing 
any ſupreme Being at all. Inder there is is wo 
other preſcriptive form of worſhipping Almighty 
God in the whole Bible but that delivered by tlie 
Meſſiah, wherein he ſo very expreſsly excludes him. 
ſelf and ſpecifies the ſingle perſon of the Father as 
the only one ſovereign Deny. We may inddvert- 
ently be led to pay that regard to one perſon which 
is excluſively due to another | for want of proper 
information of the real difference of their charae- 
* ters. 
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ters. But you can have no plea to juſtify your 
practice on this ground. The diſtinction, inequa- 
between Chriſt the Mediator and the one ſupreme 
Governor of the world; between the only ſovereign 
God of all and his ſervant the Meſſiah whom he 
ſent as his meſſenger- are ſo ſelf-evident that any 
ſchool boy who only juſt underſtands the meaning 
of words cannot be at any loſs to determine whe- 
ther they are one or two beings, or claim the ſame 
or 2 diſtin regard. That Chriſt was ſent as 
Jehovah's ſervant as you ſay nobody who belieyes 
the goſpel can deny. Therefore, that thoſe, who 


now worſhip him as Deity worſhip an inferior Being 


from that God who ſent him is ſo plain, that it is 
impoſſible for words to make any thing plainer ; 
and your practice can have no excuſe from idolatry 
from any of theſe pleas. 
There are five more reaſons chat 1 hare often 
heap advanced by adyocates for the ſupreme Deity 
of Chriſt, to exculpate themſelves from the charge 
of idolatry, that I would farther notice. The firſt 
is this, That although they do make ſome little ad- 


dition to Chriſt's plan in the concluding ſen- 


tence of their prayers, they generally begin and 
continue a greater part of their worſhip: to the 
Father, according to Chriſt's rule, therefore, if 
the Meſſiah is not God, as they always include the 
Father, they worſhip the true Jehoyah, and are not 
idolaters, But as 1 before. remarked, the only 
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proper ſcripture object of ſupreme adoration muſi 
be a being whoſe nature and character are purely 
divine, and abſolutely infinite. The charge which 
the Almighty delivered to Moſes, and that which 
the Meſſiah enjoined upon his Diſciples concerning 
the immediate object of divine regard are very ex- 
preſs, and remain both very plain and in full force 
to this day. Thou ſhalt not make to thyſelf any 
graven image, nor the likeneſs of any thing in 
heaven or earth, ſays Jehovah to his ſervant Moſes] 
In that day declares the Son of God, ye ſhall 
aſk me nothing, but when ye pray, pray to the 
Father in my name. Therefore, if a breach of the 
ſecond commandment was idolatry in the Jews, a 


be the ſame in Chriſtians ! 7 EÞvſitively enjoined 
. upon vs, that we neither add unto or take from the 
Word of God ! conſequently, your addition to 
Chriſt's original plan cannot be” juſtified, becauſe 
V it is inſulting his authority, and cm Wert 
1 God who ſenk him 
Another reaſon that has been publicly alledged 
in favour of divine worſhip being given to the Son 
of God is this, That the term Chriſt and Jehovah 
are ——— in their meaning : "This poſition, 
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that the perſon to whom it belongs is eſſentially divine. 
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if it can be proved true, is of conſi- 
derable weight ; but fo far as I am acquainted with 


VN. J. It is ſomewhat curious to obſerve, as you notice of 
your opponents. how you Orthodox Gentlemen can ſhift 
the ground of the Argument juſt as it ſuits your purpoſe, and 
have no difficuity in making the ſacred writers ſpeak what you 
pleaſe” to ſupport your ſy ſtem. If Levi the Jew takes up 
his pen to juſtify the infidelity of his brethren in rejecting 
Chriſt as the true Meſſiah ſent by the God of their Fathers, 
Das, WilLians, Janxion, c. undertake to prove that 
the learned Rams is quite miſtaken, and produce evidence 
from ſcripture that Jeſus was the Chriſt' of God, that very 
prophet foretold by Moſes that the God of Iſrael would raiſe 
up and ſend like unto him, and triumph in overturning the 
arguments of the infidel Jew againſt the Meffiahſhip of the. Son 
of God, Preſently we behold the ſame gentlemen entering 
the field of controverſy againſt Dr, Prieſtley, but now we per- 
ceive them to our aſtoniſhment taking quite oppoſite ground, 
Inſtead of continuing to maintain the meſfiahſhip and mediati- 
on of Chriſt as a meſſenger ſent as ſervant to Almighty God, 


which-they had demonſtrated to be divine truth | againſt e 


Tewiſh ſcribe ; they now contend that Chriſt ought not to be 
regarded, as either Meſſiah or Mediator, but worſhipped as the 
the one infinite Jehovah who came himſelf, that was never in 
ſubjeckion to any. And what is very extraordinary, when 
Dr. P. adopts the very ſame arguments, and quotes the very 
ſcriptures to prove his ſentiments which they had done againſt 
the unbelieving Jews, that doctrine which they before recom- 
mended as highly virtuous in the deſcendants of Abraham to 
have embraced for divine truth, hen maintained by Dr. P's 
pen degenerates into a very dangerous and pernicious error. 
When the infallible writers declare that Chriſt was a miſſionary 
lent by another, Who acted as Mediator between God and 
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the Engliſh language, the terms Meſſiah and God 
are efſentially oppoſite in their ſignification, and 
as expreſſive of twodiſtin&, unequal, and ſeparate. 
beings, as any words can poſſibly be found. - And 
except ſome of you learned gentlemen can produce 
evidence from the original language, that the terms 
Chriſt and Jehovah are ſynonimous in their mean 
ing, I can conſider ſuch aſſertions no better than 
notorious falſhoods to prevent the public perceiving. 
your antiſcriptural contradictions, and keep your 
ſyſtem in repute; and thereſore, cannot ſerve to ex- 
_—_— * being an idolate. + 


man, and Dr. P. contends that a Mediator and ſupreme Go- 
vernor, meſſenger and ſender, ſervant and ſovereign are two 
diſtinct and unequal Beings, and muſt claim a different regard. 
No ſuch thing ſay theſe polemicks ! to believe ſuch ſentiments 
is hereſy, for we can demonſtrate as plain as any problem in 
Euclid, that mutable and immutable, dependent and independ- 
ent, mediator and governor, ſervant and ſovereign, meſſenger 
and ſender, - Chriſt and God are ſynonymous; terms, and 
although expreſſive of unequal and ſeparate offices imply on: 
and the ſame infinite Being! What poſſible chance for victory 
has any man to engage with ſuch powerful antagoniſts ? Their 
argu nents, like the flaming ſword in Paradiſe, turn every way 
to ſhield them from being detected of any error! For they 
dan perſnade mankind: that the language of ſcripture means 
any thing or nothing, or quite contrary to what it expreſſes, juſt 
as ſuits their purpoſe | And therefore whilſt they are allowed 
the prerogative of changing the meaning of words at their 
pleaſure, meet them on what ground you will you are certain 
of being defeated ; for if you produce chapter and verſe to 
prove that Chriſt was a finite being, they will demonſtrate 
that a creature was our Creator, and that finite means ie,] / 
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Another very prevalent plea ſor your manner of 
worſhip is, The great comfort that you experience 
in holding faſt ſuch tenets; Take away the deity 
of Chriſt and you have no foundation for hope. 
But if this was ſufficient to excuſe from idolatry, 
the greateſt advocates for ſuperſtition might be juſ- 
tified ; for only oppoſe their notions and you make 
them quite uncomfortable ! It ought to be remem- 
bered, that religious pleaſures are perfectly rational 
and ſcriptural, but when the affections are thus 
elevated at the expence of reaſon and revelation 
there can be no exerciſe of real religion in ſuch 
enjoyments, becauſe, all exceſs in the paſſions de- 
ſtroys the only principle on which religion can be 
founded, that is, upon true knowledge. Genuine 
goſpel conſolation does not ariſe from mere confi- 
dence of the ſafety of our ſtate, but from the be- 
lief of the trutb. My being exceeding happy in 
worſhipping the Chriſt of God as the Almighty 
who ſent him, does not convert his character from 
a Servant and Mediator to the one ſupreme Gover- 
nor, or alter the plain command of the Son of 
God ; therefore, ſuch happineſs muſt be a mere 
phantom in the imagination, and not the effect of 
believing the truth. And the more comfortable a 

man's feelings are on this ground, the further is the 
mind from true ſpirituality or holy affe&ions, & the 
more averſe to ſelf-examination and moral improve- 
ment, We have a juſt right to be comforted when 
we worſhip the God and Father of Chriſt as the 


one immutable Jehovah, and regard the Meſſiah 
as his inferior meſſenger, becauſe then we have a 
Thus ſaith the Lord for our faith, and infallible 
example to follow for our practice: in this way 
we exerciſe our underſtandings in taking compla- 
oency in Deity, or what the Apoſtle calls joy in 
proved according to the promiſe and- pattern- of 
ſcriprure. But however joyful we may be in in- 
voking a perſon as Deity who affirmed that he was” 
a ſervant in ſubjection to another, that would not 
excuſe from idolatry, becauſe the moſt rapturous 
feelings would not alter the nature of things, and 
change an infinite God into a finite character, or 
. —— 
4 nirugey-" wk 

One more very common en Theo 
heard advanced to prove your manner of worſhip 
have uniformly adopted it have always been the 
moſt pions characters, and more ſucceisful than 
any others in promoting Chriſtianity, therefore your 
fyſtem muſt be divine truth, or the Almighty would 
not have ſanctioned it with his bleſſing. Bur fup- 
poſing it is granted, that men of your featiments 
in the world, that does nor prove that their wor- 
ſhipping the Mcflizh 25 ſupreme God was 2 means 
f of 
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of promoting any part of their piety or ſucceſs, 
This popular argument appears to be founded up- 
on a falſe data; which is this, becauſe one man 
may be more pious and uſeful than another, it is a 
wuth. The fair queſtion to determine the truth or 
falſhood of any man's ſentiments ought not to be, 
What degree of piety he poſſeſſes, or how many 
followers he gained, but, Are they perfectly conſo- 
vant with the divine ſtandard?ꝰ What would you 
think of the propriety of a man's argument that 


was to declare he could prove that Peter was a 


much wiſer and better man than his maſter, and 
his doctrine nearer the truth, becauſe he had more 
ſucceſs under one ſermon than Chriſt had during 
the whole of his miniſtry; and yet ſuch kind of 
reaſoning, or rather ſapbiſtry, we daily hear ap- 
plauded, as a proof that invoking God's ſervant, 
the Meiſiah, is the only ſcriptural plan of worſhip- 
ping Almighty God, and addreſſing his Father a- 
lone as ſupreme Deity is a very pernicious error, 
ty of a doctrine or practice; and this can have no 
weight to excuſe from the charge of idolatry, be- 
cauſe it has no foundation to ſupport it * is 
e me: 1c) 

The laſt reaſon I ſhall notice (if ie may bo call- 
Ae het has been frequently offered both from 
. of 

worſhip 
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idolatry is this, That you do not rea/ly meaz what 


you ſay. For whenever you allert chat the nes 


and Father of all was actually divided into two un · 
equal perſons, who ſuſtain the ſeparate and oppo» 
lite offices of Mediator and Governor, Servant and 
his ſtation from ſuperlative happineſs and dignity 
to a ſtate of ſubjection to another; you are con · 
ſtrained to qualify your expreſſions with your 24 it - 
were, and in a ſenſe, that is, your aſſertions are 
ſo very abſurd and antiſcriptural, that you would 
not wiſh to be thought to mean what yon ſay, but 
only you are compelled to contradict your on 
ideas and the ſcripture account of Almighty God, 
or you would be ſuſpected of falling into that en- 
tremely pernicious. error of worſhipping the S 
and Father of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt as che only 
ſupreme Jehovah ! therefore you muſt in words 
contend for worſhipping God's ſervant, the Mei- 
ſiah, a mutable, dependent, and ſubordinate being 
as Deity, although you never mean any ſuch thing! 
and you muſt maintain, to ſupport your ſyſtem, 
that it is contrary to ſcripture to addreſs the God 
and Father of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, according to 
the Meſſiah's rule, as alone ſovereign Deity, in 
Chriſt's name, notwithſtand ing you never deſign to 
be underſtood to have any ſuch meaning! © \ — 
ey bY 


mn 
— R Dr 


* 


96 Laren V. 


Bit although this ples may not be thought to be 
rr I think that it ought 
to have ſome conſiderable weight to ſcreen you from 
the charge of idolatry, becauſe it appears to be the 
only poſſible plea that can be alledged in your fa- 
vour, and to be founded upon real truth. I can 
appeal to Mr. D. himſelf, and every advocate for 
the divinity of Chriſt to confirm this poſition as an 
incontrovertible fact. You affirm of that Being, 
mentioned in the fortieth of Iſaiah, who'weigheth 
CONN and the hills in a- balance, 
the cverlaſting God, that he leſt his original 


greatneſs and glory, and became a ſervant; but 


it would be an > he ry 
you whether any ſuch change could be 

of the one unchangeable Jehovah, or — 
really believed what you have written to — 
truth. From the pulpit, where none are permitted 
to enquire the reaſon why, or upon paper, when 
your reflection is aſleep, you may make uſe of ſuch 
language concerning the God of the Bible, but 
your good ſenſe and piety will not admit you thus 
to deſign to miſrepreſent and degrade the character 


of the infinite Jehovah | No. Notwithſtanding the 


Rev. Mr. D. has taken up his pen to perſuade us 
to worſhip a perſon as Deity whom he ſays was 
ſervant to another, and had a God above him, he 


Being who always fills the throne, and declares of 


himſelf 


that the only true God of Chriſtians is a 
who was ſent as a ſervant in ſuhjection 
to the God of Iſrael, and acted as Mediator be- 
tween him and mankind, I can appeal to him- 
ſelf and his followers that not one of them believe 
what he ſaid to be true. Therefore, notwithſtand- 
ing Mr. D. has written a book to unite with his 
brethren to prove, that the God of the New Teſta- 
ment is a perſon of an inferior character who was 
a meſſenger in ſubordination to the one. God. of 
Moſes and the Prophets, and now acts as our ad- 
vocate at his right hand in heayen, as he really means 
no ſuch thing, his miſtakes may not be © either 
criminal in the ſight of God, or dangerous to him- 
ſelf,” as he declares. And, as all who join with 
Mr. D. in worſhipping God's ſervant. as ſupreme 
Deity, muſt affirm, if they ſpeak the truth, that they 
do not defign to mean what they ſay, they have that 
plea and no other to exculpate themſelves from 
the charge of idolatry. | 
But ſhould Mr. D. ill think proper to contend 
for reject ing the expreſs command of the Son of 
God, and inſiſt upon adopting ſuch language con- 
cerning the one Almighty God and his inferior 
meſſenger, that all the world knows cannot be true, 
and perſuade numbers. that Chriſt ought not to be 
regarded as a ſervant ſent by Jehovah, who acted 
O 2 
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mediator between him and mankind, but to be 
worſhipped as the only one ſupreme God of all 
who came himſelf, and be applauded for his 
conduct; I ſhall not envy his happineſs, or wiſh 
to ſit in judgment to paſs ſentence on his practice. 
To his own maſter he ſtands or falls. Yet I have 
three things to requeſt of him and his Reverend 
brethren, which if not thought unreaſonable, hope 
they will be granted : One is, That you will leave 
off calling that divine truth, which you know, 
and all the world knows, is contrary to your own ¹Q 
ideas and the ſcripture repreſentation of the eſ- 
ſential characters of the God of the Bible and 
his ſervant the Meſſiah, and impoſſible to be 
true. My ſecond requeſt is, That if you do not 
think well to follow Chriſt's directions yourſelves, 
and chooſe to make uſe of ſuch language that you 
really do not mean what you ſay, never teach your 
hearers any more to cenſure thoſe who from con- 
ſcience will not join with you in declaring that of 
the infinite God and his ſervant the Mediator they 
are certain muſt be a falfty, and who are deter- 
mined to follow Chriſt's rule before all others. 
'The other requeſt I would now leave with you is 
this, Either publicly declare that Chriſt is not your 
teacher, or inſtruct your hearers to worſhip Jehovah 
according to his plain injunftions; or in other 
words, either diſavow the name of chriſlians, or 
leave off condemning thoſe who are reſolved to 
diſcard all human ſyſtems, and will make Chriſt's 
| language 
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language their only infallible guide, As Jehovah 
affirms of himſelf, 7 am God and change not. Why 
ſhould any be deſpiſed .and treated with contempt 
| becauſe they will not join with you in contradicting 

the Almighty to pleaſe men? If we allow you to 
ſay one thing and mean the contrary, that is no 
reaſon why we ſhould grant you liberty to repreſent 
Chriſt and Jehovah acting ſuch a part. And 
as the, Meſſiah commands us, when, ye pray, pray 
to the Father, who is a ſpirit : Why ſhould we be 
treated as enemies to Chriſt and chriſtianity, be- 
cauſe we will credit what he ſays to be divine truth 
before thoſe who oppoſe his language, and are re- 
ſolved to obey his plain directions, coſt us what- 
ever it may? As we profeſs to acknowledge Chriſt 
as our only maſter, Why ſhould we join with you 
to. rob him of his authority, to the diſhonour of 
himſelf and his Father that ſent him ? I now cloſe 
theſe remarks, with ſincerely wiſhing that all who 
name the name of Chriſt may make his example 
more and more their only pattern, and aim above 
all things to excel each other in every am able and 


chriſtian virtue, 
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1 Suppoſe that it is cuſtomary for 
moſt authors before their work appears in print 


to put it into the Hands of ſome judicious 
petſon for correction. This method I intended to 
have taken but for the following circumſtance, 
A learned gentleman of my acquaintance who 
knew me to'be entirely deſtitute of thoſe literary 
qualifications deſirable in one who writes for the 
22 eye, offered his ſervice to correct my i manu- 
ſeript for the preſa, which 1 conſented unto. But 
his wife hearing what paſſed 
panic Bruck ; for ſhe had heard ſuch a terrible outcry 


againſt my opinions from you Reverend Orthodox 
Gentlemen which made her declare, that if her huf- 


band fulfilled his propoſals, they “ might expe? 10 
bave their houſe pulled down 11!” Well thought I, 
if this is the caſe, I had much rather bear the blame 
of a few blunders than hazard endangering the do- 
meſtic peace, dwelling houſe, property or life of 
any man! and therefore wiſhed my friend to de- 
cline his offer, and determined to put what I had 
written to the preſs without ſhewing any perſon a 
page or line of it, which A did. 4 


n us was quite 


— et critic will find maay 
improprieties in my manner and ftile. And ſhould 
you in peruſing the preceding pages meet with 
any grammatical inaccuracies, or any departures 
from the rules of juſt compoſition; I hope that che 
uprightneſs of my intention and the importance. of 
the ſulyeft will exon eee 

And I would further obſerve, that as 1 have ne- 
ver dend Dr. P's writings which you refer unto, It 
is not with any view to defend his principles that J 
have taken up my pen. He is much ahler to do 
that himſelf. It was becauſe your writings.appear- 
ed to have a tendency to promote bigotry and fu- 
perſtition, to rob Chriſt af his proper authority, 
b ere eee 
induced me to animadvert upon them. "= 

If you boden de Iduitergiarids win 
ten with © Socinian errors, that is quite immate- 
rial to me. To whatever jms my fentiments are 
applicable, this I can ſay of them, that they are 
I have collected ſolely from reading the Bible with 
na view to find out what is truth. It is ſrom that 
ſchool alone that I have learned the principles of 
the foregoing letters, I formerly had embraced a 
a ſyſtem of religion from | conjetture, inference; 
and analogy, which when I came impartially to 
examine it I found icontrary to plain revelation. 
But it affords me much ſatisſaction that I naw 
maintain no one tenet but what I can produce 


every ſentiment I hold in poſitive ſcripture lan- 
gvige. And, although I am ſeverely cenſured for 
diſcatding the popular notion of worſhipping God's 
Tervant, che Meſſiah; I have this conſolation, when 
I addreſs the Father alone as ſupreme God I am 
allowed by all parties of chriſtians that I now learn 
my manner of worſhip from the be teacher, and 
follow the very 54 example that ever exiſted in 
dur world, even the man Chrift Jeſus. All muſt 
aoknowledge that the Meſſiah worſhipped the 
Father as Deity, and taught his Diſciples to wor- 
ſhip him as his God and their God, if there is any 
meaning in the language of inſpiration. oe 

Im ayare that for ſuch an inſignificant indivi- 
dual to charge ſo numerous a body of learned, pi- 
ous; and reſpectable characters, with propagating 
idolatry, who have been long held in high repute 
for teaching the pur ſyſtem of chriſtianity, may 
be thought by many both impertinent and arro- 
gant. It was not my deſign to offend any one by 
miſrepreſentation; for it is not perſons or parties, 
but antichriftian principles and practices that I wiſh 
to oppoſe and exterminate. That intolerable and 
 implatable-enemy to the rights of God and the 
I cannot help execrating wherever 1 find it; and 
as I have from found much of it in 
your community, there it met with my diſapproba- 
tion as much as from any other party. Becauſe 
I would diſcard all human teachers, and follow 
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Chriſt's plaia directions in worſhipping Almighty 
God, many of your miniſters taught their people 
to treat me as an enemy to Chriſt and religion, and 
a nuiſance to ſociety! Such treatment though I 
once thought with them was doing God ſervice, 1 
now conſider as tyranny, deſpotiſm, and perſecu- 


tion in diſguiſe! and think myſelf under an obli=. - 


_ gation to expoſe and reprobate it with plainneſs and 
impartiality, come from whom it may. And a 
the apology I can at preſent make for what I have © 
written againſt undue authority in the ſacerdotal ” 
order is, in the language of the late Mr. Robinſon 
of Cambridge, © I aſk no pardon for expreſſing 
my abhorrence of intolerance; always when I met 
it in a courſe of reading, (or from any other quar- 
ter) I thought I met the great devil, and my re- 
ſentment was never abated by his appearing in the 
habit of an holy man of God.” 
l expect that many will conclude on reading 
what I have written as you have done upon Dr. P's © 
publication, that it is © a dangerous and pernicious 
error; and add, that it ought to be burnt in the 
public market place, as numbers declared of what 
I have before publiſhed. If ſuch are worthy of a 
reply, I would make it in the words of the Rev. 
Mr. Fuller of Kettering, © Let any man not barely 
call what I have written miſtakes, but prove it ſo 
by ſolid ſcriptural evidence, and he will be entitled 
to every mark of honour and chriſtian reſpec.” _ 
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